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Corps of Engineers Responses to Public Hearing Testimony

This section includes the Corps of Engineers responses to the oral testimony taken for this
project at public hearings conducted in July 31, 2002 at Vancouver WA (afternoon and
evening sessions); September 5, 2002 at Longview, WA; and September 10, 2002 at Astoria,
OR. All testimony received on the project has been considered in revising the proposed
project as presented in the Final SEIS. Those individuals that provided both written and oral
testimony will find detailed responses to the written testimony in the Comment Letters
section in this volume. For individuals who only provided oral testimony, responses are
provided below (references to responses numbered S, I, and SS refer to the Comment Letters
section). The format for responses is as follows: date and location of meeting; commenter’s
name; page number; and line number of the transcript.

July 31, 2002, Vancouver, WA (afternoon session)
Ted Farnsworth

Page 37 (Vancouver afternoon), Lines 17-23. Historically, the Corps of Engineers placed
material on hundreds of shoreline disposal sites throughout the river system. This number
was drastically reduced in 1994 when the Columbia River was listed as critical habitat for
ESA salmonids. The proposed project has only three shoreline locations and does not
include the area you are commenting on. The mission of the Corps is to maintain the
navigation within the Federal navigation channel on the Columbia River. At this time, there
is no plan to remove material from areas used in the past.

July 31, 2002 - Vancouver, WA (evening session)
Larry Snyder, President, Vancouver Wildlife League

Page 27 (Vancouver evening), Lines 14-19. With regard to fishing and hunting opportunity,
the proposed project as revised includes ecosystem restoration features that restore habitat
for fish and wildlife. At Shillapoo Lake near Vancouver, Washington, approximately 470 to
839 acres of emergent wetlands will be restored. Restoration of 191 acres of tidal marsh-
intertidal flat at Lois Island embayment, 235 acres of tidal marsh-intertidal flat at Miller-
Pillar and 1,778 acres of intertidal marsh (Tenasillahe Island long-term) also are proposed.
The project proposes to maintain natural tidal marsh communities through implementation
of a 5-year control program for purple loosestrife from CRM 18-52. As noted in response to
S-111-115, the project, including its restoration components, adds productive habitat
capacity for salmonids. Expanded habitat availability for listed Columbian white-tailed deer
and other aquatic and terrestrial species is provided as well. See Chapter 4, Final SEIS.

Page 28, Lines 1-18. The impacts of dredge material disposal and sponsor use of dredge
material, the transfer of dredge material to disposal site W-101.0 (a 40-acre disposal site
within the boundary of the approximately 1,100-acre Port of Vancouver Columbia Gateway
project) and the impacts of the channel improvement project on wetlands and wildlife are
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fully considered and evaluated in the 1999 Final IFR/EIS, 2002 Draft SEIS, and presented in
the Final SEIS. See the 1999 Final IFR/EIS §2.4 (channel maintenance), §4 (alternatives),
§5 (affected environment), §6 (project impacts); Draft SEIS (same); Final SEIS (same).
Gateway is an approximately 600 acre proposed industrial development and 500 acre
mitigation effort that is being separately planned, evaluated and permitted by the Port of
Vancouver. See the 1999 Final IFR/EIS §3.4; Final SEIS §3.4. Because the Port of
Vancouver’s Gateway development is a reasonably foreseeable future action, its potential
effects are analyzed in the Final Supplemental IFR/EIS cumulative effects discussion. See
Section 6.12.

July 31, 2002 - Vancouver, WA (evening session)
Cyndy de Bruler, Columbia RiverKeeper

Page 29 (Vancouver evening), Lines 1-14. Information regarding the project and its
schedule has been provided to the public through the Corps’ website, public notices, press
releases, and notice in the Federal Register for the public review of the Draft SEIS.
Adequate notice was provided for the public hearing on July 31, 2002. The public review
schedule for the Draft SEIS included additional public hearings through September 10, 2002
and extended opportunity for public comment through September 16, 2002.

Page 29, Lines 15-18. Comments regarding the economic analysis misstate the Corps’
analysis. Congress has directed the Corps of Engineers to provide an analysis that displays
the benefits of a project compared to the costs required to achieve those benefits. The
analysis is consistent with the principles and guidelines that govern water resource
development analyses. The Corps has undertaken a thorough analysis of the costs and
benefits associated with this project, and that analysis has been reviewed thoroughly by an
external expert panel. The Corps has reviewed and responded to each of the panel’s
comments.

Page 29, Line 18, through Page 30, Line 5. The Corps considered comments from the
public, stakeholder groups and state and federal agencies and revised the proposed project in
the Final SEIS. The Lois Island Embayment and Miller-Pillar ecosystem restoration
features in the lower Columbia River estuary as revised are presented in the Final SEIS. The
Corps believes that these features advance the goals of LCREP, a bi-state effort to restore
the lower Columbia River estuary, which calls for an ecosystem based approach to
protecting and enhancing the lower Columbia River and estuary. Ecosystem restoration
features are voluntary actions by the Corps utilizing existing authorities to implement
actions for the betterment of listed species as provided under Section 7(a)(1) of ESA. See
response to state comments S-6-S-9, and S-32.

Page 30, Lines 6-16. Impacts to ESA listed stocks were thoroughly evaluated in the 1999
Final IFR/EIS, Biological Assessment and Biological Opinions issued by NOAA Fisheries
and USFWS in 2002. The EFH consultation for the project is underway with NOAA
Fisheries. The consultation will be coordinated with the Pacific Fisheries Management
Council. The consultation will be included in the Final SEIS.
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Page 30, Lines 17-23. With regard to ocean disposal, the Corps’ preferred option eliminates
the project’s use of the ocean disposal site. See response to state comments S-13 to S-16, S-
19, and S-133.

Page 30 Line 24, through Page 31, Line 12. The 1999 Final IFR/EIS and the Final SEIS
evaluate the potential cumulative effects of past and present actions affecting the project
area, as well as reasonably foreseeable future actions. The Final SEIS also describes
extensive new analysis of sediment chemistry throughout the project area and the potential
effect of future cleanup of contaminated areas of the Willamette River. Based on concerns
expressed by NOAA Fisheries and others in 1999 about the potential effects of contaminants
on the River and estuary, substantial effort was devoted to re-analyzing the issue, including
evaluation of thousands of sediment chemistry samples from throughout the project area.
The new analysis confirms the Corps’ initial conclusion that project activities do not pose a
significant risk of adverse effects from contaminants. This conclusion is supported by the
NOAA Fisheries and USFWS Biological Opinions. The database of sediment quality in the
Columbia River is much larger than the 89 samples mentioned. The Corps has identified
over 100 separate studies it has conducted in the last 22 years in the Columbia River for
various purposes. Over 4,000 samples on the Columbia River have been identified. This
information continues to be updated. The Corps is actively populating the SEDQUAL
database to include these identified Corps’ studies. The Corps, USFWS and NOAA
Fisheries have committed to annually review the Columbia River sediment quality database
including new sediment data and determine if conditions trigger the need for additional
testing. Also see response to stakeholders comments SS-13, SS-20, SS-106, SS-111 and SS-
192, 1.

Page 31, Lines 13-22. The Corps convened a Technical Panel to review Benefits and Costs
the week of August 5 through August 9, 2002. The expert panel’s meetings were open and
transparent and the public was invited to attend. All information provided to the panel was
posted on the Corps’ website prior to the meeting. All presentations made by the Corps’
facilitator, the Corps, Port of Portland and consultants were posted to the Corps’ website
after the event. The panel’s findings were also posted to the Corps’ website prior to the
close of the public comment period. The public has had approximately five months to digest
the outcomes of the panel meeting and will have 30 days to comment on the Corps’ Final
SEIS and how the Corps has considered the panel’s work.

July 31, 2002 - Vancouver, WA (evening session)
Tom Barton

Page 42 (Vancouver evening), Lines 4-15. The commenter’s suggestion to filling wetlands
to help control mosquito infestations is contrary to Federal law establishing a goal of no net
loss of wetlands. The Corps has identified and will continue to look for beneficial uses for

dredged materials.
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September 5, 2002 - Longview, WA
Jack Keulker, City of Kelso Council

Page 26 (Longview), Lines 15-22. Puget Island was used as a shoreline disposal site for
many years on an intermittent frequency. As a result, shoreline was created by the
placement of dredged material. This created beach is actively eroding because material is
not currently being placed along the shoreline. In 1994 when the Columbia River was listed
as Critical Habitat for ESA salmonids, use of the Puget Island shoreline was prohibited by
NOAA Fisheries. Erosion of the Puget Island shoreline is not a function of dredging the
channel but a function of not continuing to use the shoreline as a disposal location. The
beaches that were created along the shoreline are not as stable a feature as the natural bank
of Puget Island and will continue to erode over time due to natural processes. See also
response to individuals comment I-15.

September 5, 2002 - Longview, WA
Kent Martin

Page 42 (Longview), Lines 3-14. Page 6-34 cited by the commenter refers to juvenile
salmonids. See response to stakeholders comment SS-116.

Page 42, Lines 15-21. See response to stakeholders comment SS-9.

Page 42, Line 22, through Page 43, Line 19. The Corps of Engineers does not disagree with
the commenter’s assertion that the lower Columbia River communities are economically
depressed and that they have relied on the fishing industry for their income in the past.
However, as is evident with the two “no jeopardy” opinions by NOAA Fisheries and
USFWS, this project should not jeopardize existence of the species nor shall it further
reduce commercial fishing. See response to individuals comment 1-49.

September 10, 2002 - Astoria, OR
Jon Westerholm

Page 32 (Astoria), Line 22 through Page 33, Line 15. The Corps of Engineers does not
disagree with the commenter’s assertion that the lower Columbia River communities are
economically depressed and that they have relied on the fishing industry for their income in
the past. However, as is evident with the two “no jeopardy” opinions by NOAA Fisheries
and USFWS, this project should not jeopardize existence of the species nor shall it further
reduce commercial fishing. See response to individuals comment [-49.

September 10, 2002 - Astoria, OR
Ms. Manarino

Page 40 (Astoria), Line 20 to Page 41, Line 18. The Corps of Engineers disagrees with the

commenter that this project has overstated project benefits. As stated several times, the
Corps has requested the information the Oregonian used to produce their analysis and it has
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never been furnished. Further, the Corps has conducted a technical review of the economics
of the project with four experts in disciplines related to maritime industry and economics, to
review the underlying information and assumptions used in the Corps’ analysis. Please see
response to stakeholders comment SS-192.

Page 41, Line 19 to Page 42, Line 7. The 1999 Final IFR/EIS and the Final SEIS evaluate
the potential cumulative effects of past and present actions affecting the project area, as well
as reasonably foreseeable future actions. The Final SEIS also describes extensive new
analysis of sediment chemistry throughout the project area and the potential effect of future
cleanup of contaminated areas of the Willamette River. Based on concerns expressed by
NOAA Fisheries and others in 1999 about the potential effects of contaminants on the River
and estuary, substantial effort was devoted to re-analyzing the issue, including evaluation of
thousands of sediment chemistry samples from throughout the project area. The new
analysis confirms the Corps’ initial conclusion that project activities do not pose a
significant risk of adverse effects from contaminants. This conclusion is supported by the
NOAA Fisheries and USFWS Biological Opinions. The database of sediment quality in the
Columbia River is much larger than the 89 samples mentioned. The Corps has identified
over 100 separate studies it has conducted in the last 22 years in the Columbia River for
various purposes. Over 4,000 samples on the Columbia River have been identified. This
information continues to be updated. The Corps is actively populating the SEDQUAL
database to include these identified Corps’ studies. The Corps, USFWS and NOAA
Fisheries have committed to annually review the Columbia River sediment quality database
including new sediment data and determine if conditions trigger the need for additional
testing. Also see response to stakeholders comments SS-13, SS-20, SS-106, SS-111 and SS-
192, 1.

September 10, 2002 - Astoria, OR
B.J. Foley

Page 46 (Astoria), Line 20, to Page 47, Line 6. Puget Island was used as a shoreline
disposal site for many years on an intermittent frequency. As a result, shoreline was created
by the placement of dredged material. This created beach is actively eroding because
material is not currently being placed along the shoreline. In 1994 when the Columbia River
was listed as Critical Habitat for ESA salmonids, use of the Puget Island shoreline was
prohibited by NOAA Fisheries. Erosion of the Puget Island shoreline is not a function of
dredging the channel but a function of not continuing to use the shoreline as a disposal
location. The beaches that were created along the shoreline are not as stable a feature as the
natural bank of Puget Island and will continue to erode over time due to natural processes.
See also response to individuals comment I-15. Further, the Corps of Engineers does not
regulate speed limits on the Columbia River. This is the responsibility of the U.S. Coast
Guard and the Columbia River pilots who navigate vessels as appropriate to maintain safety.
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September 10, 2002 - Astoria, OR
Robert Warren

Page 73 (Astoria), Line 16, to Page 74, Line 18. The Corps considered comments from the
public, stakeholder groups and state and federal agencies and revised the proposed project in
the Final SEIS. The Lois Island Embayment and Miller-Pillar ecosystem restoration
features in the lower Columbia River estuary as revised are presented in the Final SEIS. The
Corps believes that these features advance the goals of LCREP, a bi-state effort to restore
the lower Columbia River estuary, which calls for an ecosystem based approach to
protecting and enhancing the lower Columbia River and estuary. Ecosystem restoration
features are voluntary actions by the Corps utilizing existing authorities to implement
actions for the betterment of listed species as provided under Section 7(a)(1) of ESA. See
response to state comments S-6-S-9, and S-32.

Page 74, Line 19 to Page 75, Line 5. See response to stakeholder comments SS-113, SS-
165, SS-170, SS-178, and SS-229.
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-- REVI SED - -

CCLUMBI A RI VER CHANNEL | MPROVEMENT PRQIECT

PUBLI C HEARI NG

Wednesday, July 31, 2002

( AFTERNOON SESSI ON)

BE | T REMEMBERED THAT, pursuant to the Washi ngton
Rul es of Civil Procedure, the Col unmbia River Channel
| mprovenrent Project Public Hearing (Afternoon Session)
was taken before Tamara Ross, Certified Shorthand
Reporter in the State of Washington and Licensed Notary
in the State of Washi ngton, on Wdnesday, July 31, 2002,
commencing at 3:22 p.m at the Water Resource Education

Center: 4600 S.E. Col unbia Way, Vancouver, WAshi ngton.
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VANCOUVER, WASHI NGTON
VEDNESDAY, JULY 31, 2002

3:22 P. M

CCOL. HOBERNI CHT: Thank you for
conmng today. M nane's Richard Hobernicht.
I'"mthe Engineer for Portland District of United
States Arny Corps of Engineers. Mst of you
probably knew ny predecessor, Col onel David
Butler. He noved on to Fort Hood, Texas.
| ook forward to getting out into the community
and neeting all of you. |If you get a chance,
cone up and introduce yourself. 1'd like to
talk to you.

Toni ght, we're here to exchange
information with you about the Col unbia R ver
channel inprovenent project and take your
testinmony on the project. As you're probably
aware, the Corps just conpleted revising the
econom ¢ analysis for the project, adding severa
new envi ronmental restoration components. This
was contained in the supplenmental project report
rel eased earlier this month. 1'd like to point
out that this is a draft report. Over the next

45 to 60 days, we want to hear your thoughts
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about this report.

to us,

If you have information you fee

pl ease |

Your comments are inportant

and we'll be reviewing all of them

we have m ssed,

et us know before Septenber 15th so we

can consider it before we nake this report

final

Around the roomin the hallway

as you wal ked in today, you'll find

representatives fromthe States of Oregon

Washi ngt on,

Wldlife Service,

Engi neers. Please talk to the agency

NOAA- Fi sheries and the U S. Fish &

port sponsors and Corps of

representatives here toni ght to understand how we

got to where we are today and where we stil

need to go in the weeks and nont hs ahead.

testinmony that wll

In addition to the ora

be captured by the court

reporter tonight, we will accept your witten

comments if you prepared any. There's a box in

the -- over here. Matt's holding it up for you

to place -- sone people --

testinony.

over the next 45 days.

sessi on,

pl ace witten

Several things will be happening

two nore public hearings will

Vancouver afternoon-3
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along the river. The second public hearing wll
be in Longview on Septenber 5. The third wll
be in Astoria on Septenber 10th.
The other activity taking place

is the expert panel's technical review of the
Corps' econonic analysis. That will take place
next week at the 5th Avenue Suite in Portl and.
The public is invited to attend the Monday and
Friday sessions; participate in this. There is
nore i nformation about this in the Corps' table.

Wth that, 1'd like to again --

Thanks for coming. | know each of you are very
busy. | appreciate you taking tinme to
participate in the process. 1'll be here unti

9 o'clock tonight; the entire session. So
pl ease feel free to conme up and talk to ne.
I"d like to get to know you personal ly.

Before we start, 1'd like to
i ntroduce Laura Hicks. Laura's a nmenber of ny
staff and Project Manager for the Colunbia River
| mprovenent Project. She has a short
presentation to get us started, so --

MS. HI CKS: Let ne know if you
think I need the mike. Can you guys all hear

ne? | also would like to thank you all for
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taking your tine to cone today. This won't take
too long. Basically, our project starts at the
river mouth on the Colunbia River and goes to
106.5 in the Portl and/ Vancouver area and al so
includes the Wllanette River for its 12 miles.
The Wl lanette portion has been deferred, and it
woul d be sonetinme in the future after the
cleanup efforts on the Wllanette are taken care
of and we know what's regionally acceptable for
the contanination that exists there

So the updates that's in our
report is basically Colunbia River only. And
all of the information that |I'm going to show
you today basically remains to that part. This
project has a long history. Any Corps' project
that we do starts with a study resolution by
Congress. Qurs was received in August of 1989.
Fromthere, we went to reconnai ssance study,
where the Corps chose whether or not there's
interest to nove to the next phase. There was.

W noved into what was call ed
the Cost Share Feasibility Study, where the Lower
Col unbia River Port paid half of the study
costs. We produced a draft feasibility report

in October of 1998. W went out for public
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conmment. We finalized the report in August of
1999.

At that point, we applied for
O egon coastal zone nanagenent consistency, and
we received U.S. Fish & Wldlife and Nati onal
Mari ne Fisheries' no jeopardy opinion. At that
poi nt, Congress authorized the construction of
this project. You can see their authorization
i n Decenber of 1999.

I n August of 2000, Nati onal
Marine Fisheries Service had new information
relating to contam nants in fish -- the
bat henetry and velocity that they asked us to
ook at -- and as a result, withdrew their
bi ol ogi cal opinion. Wen the biological opinion
was withdrawn, it kind of led to denial for
water quality certificates from both Washi ngton
and Oregon.

So in September of 2000, we
received our letters fromthe governors, denying
water quality certification for this project. In
Sept enber then, the Corps decided to reinitiate
consultation with National Mrine Fisheries. W
added U.S. Fish & Wildlife into that

consul tati on.
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And in January of 2002, we then
decided to supplenent the integrated feasibility
report -- an EIS -- The docunent you have today.
W al so decided to include in that document
enough information to satisfy the Washington
State Environnental Policy Act; SEPA. And the
Port of Longview is the |ead agency for that.
And they're out in the hall if you want to talk
to themif you' re from Washi ngton.

In May 2002, National Marine
Fisheries and U S. Fish issued a new opi nion on
the project, and both agencies again issued a
j eopardy opinion. W've had nunerous public
nmeetings as a result of beginning initiation of
this project. W started in Novenber of 1999,
where we went to the Portland/ Vancouver area, the
Longvi ew area, and Astoria. W asked for
scoping informati on on what our environnental
docunent ati on shoul d i ncl ude.

We then went back out again in
January of 1997; again in the Portland area, the
Longvi ew area, and Astoria for public comment and
i nvol venent; went back out in Novenber of 1998;
sane three areas. And between July and

Septenber of this year, we reviewed the sane
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thing. That's what we're doi ng here tonight:
We're listening to conmments.

W' ve had 17 environmental round
tabl e neetings, where we were aski ng nenbers and
st akehol ders fromthe public to cone talk to us
during our study phase and tell us what their
concerns were so we could hel p design and adapt
the project to different concerns. W've had
resource agency neetings that revol ved around
salinity workshops, and where sal twater
distribution would go as a result of the
deepeni ng.

W' ve had nodel i ng done by the
Wat erway Experinent Station, which is an arm of
the Corps of Engineers. W repeated that when
we reconsulted with the National Mrine Fisheries
Service, and we asked the Oregon G aduate
Institute to do nunerical nodeling for us as
wel .  We've had nunerous resource agency
neetings pertaining to wildlife mitigation and
many that revolve around ocean dredge materials
and di sposal |ocations.

So as the Col onel has nentioned,
we had an information nmeeting this Mnday in

Astoria. Today, we're here asking for testinony
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for the Portland/ Vancouver area. On Mnday of

next week, we'll start a panel that will |ook at
both benefits and costs of this project. It
will be a week-long process with the panel. The

public is invited to observe that. And then
we' Il be back, taking public testinony in
Longvi ew on Septenmber 5th, Astoria on the 10th.
And our public comment period will end on
Septenber 12th. The Col onel said on Monday the
15th, so we'll accept that as well.

It's inportant for our people to
understand that this is kind of a multipurpose
project, if you will. W have both a navigation
conponent and ecosystem restorati on conponent.
The Corps, by regulation, used those two specific
authorities with different cost sharing for our
sponsors and different ways that we exam ned
t hem

So since 1999, what have we
been doi ng? The Corps has worked three years on
getting snelt data on the Colunbia. One of the
things that we heard from agency and stakehol der
groups was with nonrestricted dredging in the
river for construction, there was a concern that

snelt nmay be affected. And so we've asked you
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-- Oregon Departnment of Fish & Wldlife and
Washi ngt on Department of Fish & Wldlife to help
eval uate snelt distribution and abundance, how
t hey spawn where they are in the river, and help
to | ook at whether or not dredging year round
woul d be inpacted to them

W' ve al so funded three years of
data collection for sturgeon -- white sturgeon in
deep wat er areas; again distribution, abundance,
and their behavior. W've had extensive rock
explorations in the channel and have confirned
where basalt woul d be that woul d need to be
bl asted out of the channel. And at this point,
it's only at Warrior Rock, which is a pretty
substantial reduction fromwhere we were in 1999.

W have rerun all of the
guantities for dredging. And currently, there's
a reduction in dredging volumes as well in the
river. W' ve done additional work for Dungeness
Crab; the ESA consultation that | told you
about .

As a result of the consultation,
we' ve added six new ecosystemrestoration
conponents to the project and researched actions

-- nmonitoring actions, and adapti ve nmanagenent.
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W revised the cost because of the added
conponents to the project and al so decided to
t hen update the economics for the project.

So this kind of illustrates then
t he bi ggest changes that | thought were
i nportant. Basically, the dredgi ng vol unes have
gone from18.4 nmillion in 1999 to 14.5. And
our hydraulic engineer -- when he | ooks at it,
he sees this downward trend. He has -- the
1999 report was based on 1995 surveys. W
| ooked at the river in '95 in detail; 1999 in
detail; 2001; 2002. W see this downward trend
in material available to the river.

The basalt has gone down
substantially. Wility relocations that we thought
were -- mght need relocating in 1999 have al
been confirmed by the utility owners that none
woul d need to be replaced or relocated. They're
all bel ow where we woul d be dredging.

So then the Corps | ooks at very
specifically what we call "national economc
devel opnent cost" and "national economc
devel opnent benefits" and nmarries those up with
the benefits to cost ratio. For the Col unbia

Ri ver portion of the project, last tine those

Vancouver afternoon-11



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

navi gati on costs, aside -- when we | ook at the
benefit to cost ratio was a hundred and
fifty-four mllion dollars. Today, that's down
to a hundred and thirty-two mllion

kay. So the benefits al so
went down. |n 1999, we were projecting
twenty-eight mllion dollars of average benefits
every year accruing to the nation. And now,
based on current information -- shipping that's
here in Portland today -- those are down to 18.3
mllion. So when you |look at them conparing
those costs to the benefits, it's reduced from
1.9 on the Colunbia River from1999 to the 1.5
t oday.

kay. So we al so have the
ecosystens restoration conponent. The Corps
vi ews those as nonnobnetary benefits. They're not
included in the benefit to cost ratio. They're
somet hing that the sponsors will have to cost
share on. So the total project costs on the
Col unbia River were at one hundred and sixty
mllion. Now they' re at one fifty-six.

So for the NEPA docurent that
you all have, basically, the biggest change from

an environnmental standpoint were these additions
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to the ecosystem conponents that we added. The
ones in yellow on your left are the ones that
were authorized in the project and included in
1999. As a result of the conplications, the
Cor ps' changed t he proposed plan to add all of
the other ones listed on the screen

And so working with the Federa
agenci es during the consultation, we decided that
this time, we were going to take an ecosystem
approach that related to juvenile spawns that are
listed; that we were | ooking for things that
woul d help with function, form and val ue based
on this conceptual nodel that we devel oped.
VWhat do sal nbn need? We were trying to be as
site-specific as possible. Last go-around, we
had a bl anket statement in our assessment and in
the opinion that said that the Corps' will go
out and try to restore up to 4,500 acres in the
l ower river unrelated to channel deepening using
your other authorities. And we were criticized
pretty heavily on not knowi ng where those were,
how t hey were going to be hel pful, who was goi ng
to do them when we were going to do them

So this go-around, we said we're

going to be as specific as possible. Show
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peopl e where they are. ldentify the benefits to
them And now we're taking comments on those
proposals. And then we also tried to nmake sure
that there was assurance that these actions could
actually take place. So there was an enphasis

to place these on Federally owned property and
not work with private |and owners.

The last go around -- this nap
illustrates then the lower river fromriver nle
three -- This is our project area here; that
line. And river mle 30, which is the kind of
t he biggest part of the estuary. Al the red
areas in there are places that we have shoal s
that we woul d renove through dredging. The |ast
go-around, we were going to hopper dredge that
material and place it offshore in the deep water
di sposal site.

The proposal now i ncl udes

beneficial use of dredge material. W would
still be offering the naterial fromthose red
shoal ed areas now into a tenporary sunp -- that

or angei sh col ored nunber one adjacent to the
channel that's one river mle |ong; alnobst 600
feet wide. Material would be about ten feet

high. And then we woul d pipeline fromthat
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tenporary sunp into the |lower half of the
enbankment and -- with the goal of trying to
create al nost 400 acres of intertidal novenent.

This is what that area | ooks
like today. That's aerial photography of the
area. The area was basically constructed for
liberty vessels back in Wrld War 1l. You can
see on your right that sonme of the bathenetry
from 1935, where there is elevations of shallow
m nus 60912. What it |ooked like in 1982 after
the liberty vessels' construction was done in
this nooring basin is minus 18 and deep as mi nus
24.

In the report, you'll find we
went out |ast nonth and got the bathenetry of
the area; recent bathenetry. And our goal is to
just restore it to what it was back in the
"30s. So all the construction nmaterial right
now is planned to go in the Lois Island
enmbaynment for beneficial use of dredge materi al
to create shal |l ow water habitat

Mai nt enance nmaterial for this
region is proposed to go to Mller Pillar Pile
Dikes. And this is five pile dikes between

M1l ler Sands Island and Pillar Rock. And then
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through tinme we would fill between pile dike one
and two. And it would probably take three years
of mai ntenance to bring that up to historica
| evels. Then we'd go between two and three, and
so on to try to create 461 acres of shall ow
wat er .

This area, as you can see in
1935, was very shallow. In 1982, CRDDP Atlas --
This is an active erosion area. |t deepens.
And so that's why the pile dikes need to be
pl aced, and the material to bring it back up to
hi storic |evels.

The | ast ones that we added
don't include beneficial use of dredge materi al
So those first two -- because they use dredge
material -- are included in the our benefits to
cost ratio. These ones that |I'mgoing to talk
to you now are not because they're nonnonetary
benefits and per regulation that -- that's not
i ncluded in any benefits to cost ratio. So we
worked with the services and identified --
basically trying to translocate Col unbia Witetai
Deer from Butl er Hanson (phonetic) to Howard
(phonetic) and Cottonwood Island to try to delist

Col unbi a Whitetail Deer.
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So if there's three distinct
popul ations with certain nunbers within their
stock, then those species can be delisted. So
if it was delisted, the ultinmate goal would be
to come back to the facility to Julia Butler
Hanson Refuge and breach the flood control |evels
and let this be nore of a fish-friendly type of
r ef uge.

In the interim we're going to
go and | ook at doing hydraulic studies next year
and provide fish passage to the island. So the
first step's to see how nuch water we would | et
into the island, whether it would interfere with
the Colunbia Wiitetail Deer. And then if it
doesn't, we would allow fish passage through the
island, wait to see if Colunbia Wiitetail Deer
were delisted, and then cone back to breach
these flood control ballasts.

Anot her restoration feature that
we' ve added to the project includes Bachel or
Sl ough, which is on the Ridgefield Wldlife
Refuge. And the plan is to dredge the sl ough
and take some of the nore silty material and
create riparian habitat. This one is contingent

upon testing the material w thin the slough
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And if it's cleaned, then we'll continue on with
the restoration.

Ckay. So what we're doing here
tonight is taking your public testinony. And
you saw that we would be taking themalso in
Septenber in Longview and Astoria. The Corps
then will take that testinmony and respond to it
in our fornmal final report. W won't be
respondi ng tonight to comrents, but we will
respond in the final report to coments that we
receive. Then we'll circulate that final
suppl enental docunent back out to the public so
you'll all have a chance to see what we did
with your comments. And we'll be applying for
water quality certificates again fromthe states
of Washi ngton and O egon.

W' [l again apply for managemnent
consi stency between Oregon and Washi ngton. And
if we receive those pieces of information, then

the Corps will have a record of decision that

we'll file. So that's basically what we're
doing tonight. 1'mgoing to turn it over to
our facilitator. And she'll explain how we'll

do the testinmony. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: Good afternoon. |
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have been asked by the Corps to go over just a
few ground rules for testinony before we get
started. First off, we would just like to go
over kind of -- Speakers will be recognized in
the order that they signed up. And | encourage
all of you, if you intended on giving testinony
today, there were actually two sign-ups: One as
you canme up the stairs just to let us know that
you were here. But over at that table was the
actual sign-up to be a speaker or to testify
today. So nmake sure you're on that list if you
intend to testify.

W woul d like to ask that
everyone is respectful to one another. There
nmay be times when you strongly agree or disagree
with the speaker. 1'd just ask that you
wi t hhol d conments or cl apping or whatever you
feel the need to do until after the speaking is
finished. And if you keep it to a m nimum so
we can get everybody through, we'd like to get
fol ks as many fol ks up to the m crophone as want
to today.

Let's see. If you can pl ease
keep conversation to a mininumon the side so we

can clearly hear the speaker. W have a
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reporter here who's going to be taking verbatim
testinmony. Be courteous to others, and pl ease
stop speaki ng when your tinme is up. |[|'Il have
cards up here that will give you a one-m nute
warning. In fact, 1'll show you what they | ook
like. So everyone has five mnutes. Wen
you're down to your last one, I'Il quickly show
you a card just to let you know that you m ght
want to start winding it up. And then when
your full five mnutes have been exhausted, [|'l]
hold this card up, which you won't be able to
read. But it has lots of words and letters on
it. So you'll know that's what it means.

Renenmber that today's neeting
isn't any attenpt to get consensus or any sort
of vote. It's sinply an opportunity for the
Corps to hear your testinmony. |If you cannot get
all of your testinony in five mnutes, they ask
that you give the rest of your testinony in
witten form Let's see. Have | got
everyt hi ng?

To make sure we end on tine, as
| said, speakers are five mnutes. And your
tinme is your own. In the interest of hearing

as many of you as possible, your tine cannot be
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assigned to others. |f you are representing an
associ ation, not yourself, you still just get one
opportunity to speak to make sure we give
everyone equal chance. And all of these rules
that 1'mgoing over with you will be repeated in
each of the public hearings; all three of them

i dentically.

We intend to end this hearing
hopeful ly around fiveish. W got started |late,
so we mght want to go later. W'Ill take a
break, and then we'll again have nore testinmony
this evening which will go up until 9 o'clock.
And | think | have covered everything. Are
there any questions? 1'll |eave these up

One last thing: |If you could
pl ease identify yourself and who you are
representi ng when you conme up to the mcrophone
just before you speak, that'd be great. Okay.
Let's see. Tom Bradl ey.

VMR BRADLEY: Tom Bradl ey. Thank
you for providing me the opportunity to nake a
public comment on the Col unbia R ver Channe
Deepening Project. M nane is Captain Tom
Bradley. |'m Conmi ssioner of Port of Vancouver.

As a forner Ships Master, | know firsthand how
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i mportant the channel deepening project is for
our econony. The state of Washington is nore
trade dependent than any other state in our
nati on. There's one in three jobs dependent on
trade.

At the Port of Vancouver USA,
nearly 5500 jobs are directly tied to maritine
and industrial activities; two hundred and
forty-two million dollar in wages and sal ari es
annual ly. Their purchases add another hundred
and twenty-four mllion to our |ocal econony.
The goods and services they buy help to support
other jobs in our conmunity. Overall, Colunbia
River maritime comerce produces famly wage jobs
for over 40,000 people and influences another
59,000 jobs in the northwest. Last year, marine
activity in the lower Colunbia R ver created 1.8
billion in personal inconme. Jobs and busi nesses
in our region require access to cost-effective
maritime navigation.

The future of the Colunbia River
navi gation directly depends on deepening the
channel an additional three feet. This will not
only mai ntain our shipping transportation routes,

but will ensure our region's |and-based --
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trade- based econony. This project will also
ensure the Colunbia River can accommpdate the
| arger fuel-efficient ships that increasingly
domi nate worl d trade.

In closing, I'd like to
reinforce the nessage that this project has
br oad- based support from comunities across the
northwest. There are thousands or nore
busi nesses relying on the Colunbia River to
transport their products around the world. Thank
you.

M5. BROOKS: Thank you. Mayor
Royce Pol |l ard, pl ease

MR, POLLARD: My nane's Royce
Pollard. |'mhonored to serve as Mayor of
Vancouver. W want to welcone all of you to
our comunity for this inportant hearing today.
America's Vancouver is proud of our role in
i nternational trade, and we're proud of the port,
busi nesses, unions, farns and conmunities
successful ly manufacturing, grow ng, and
transporting cargo around the world.

But as good and successful as
t he organi zation and people in Vancouver are, we

cannot be successful in international trade
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wi t hout the necessary infrastructure. And no
infrastructure initiative is nore inportant and
necessary than the Col unbia River |nprovenent
Project that is before us.

Wt hout channel deepening,
Vancouver ability as an international port wll
be di m ni shed. Many conpani es in Vancouver are
based here because of easy access to effective
maritime transportation. Wthout channel deepening,
approxi mately 5,500 jobs in Vancouver that are
dependent on naritime comerce woul d be damaged
and new jobs potentially lost. Wthout channe
deepeni ng, Vancouver cannot be Vancouver.

As the draft suppl enenta
feasibility report and EI'S denpbnstrate, effective
maritinme transportation is vital to sustaining
and strengtheni ng our regional trade-based
econony. Deepening the Colunbia River navigation
channel is critical to maintaining maritine
conmer ce and sustai ni ng busi nesses, farns, and
jobs in Vancouver and throughout our region
This project will ensure that the Colunbia River
can accommpdate the larger fuel -efficient ships
that increasingly donminate the world trade fleet.

Al t hough it cannot be counted in
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the Corps of Engineers' fornal benefit to cost
analysis, it's inmportant to note that our state
and | ocal governnent receive two hundred and
eight million each year in revenues generated
from Col unbi a Ri ver conmerce. These resources
enabl e | ocal governnments |ike Vancouver to
provide effective service to all of our
residents. |'mnot an environmental scientist,
but I do know the project has undergone public
and private scientific analysis to ensure the
channel deepening is conducted in an
environnental |y sensitive manner that actually
| eaves the river better off than it was before
t he project.

One of the very positive
environnental benefits of this project will be
the creation of hundreds of acres of restores
wetlands. |'mnot an expert -- | am an expert,
however, in the needs of America's Vancouver.
And we need this channel deepened 40 to 43 feet
to remain conpetitive with that other Vancouver
in British Colunbia and with conmunities and
countries around the world. That's why the
Vancouver City Council and | are on record as

unani nous support and strong support for this
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project. Thank you for bringing this inportant
public hearing to Vancouver. Thank you for
listening and considering my conments. And
t hank you in advance for doing everything within
your power to ensure that the Colunbia River
Channel i ng Deepening Project noves forward in an
expedi tious and effective manner. Thank you very
nmuch.

M5. BROOKS: Representative Bil
Fr omhol d.

MR FROVHOLD: I'm Bill Fronhol d,
the State Representative here in 49th |egislative
district. And | also would like to express ny
appreciation for having the opportunity to nake
public coment on this draft suppl enental
feasibility report. This project is extrenely
i mportant, as has been noted, to our econony and
the environnental health of our region

Wth the conpletion of the
bi ol ogi cal opinions and the conpletion of these
drafts supplemental reports, it seens clear this
project and nmust nmove forward in an economcally
and environmental |y responsi bl e manner. Deepening
the Col unmbia River navigation channel is critica

to mai ntaining our commerce. As has been not ed,
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it has broad-based support of business -- excuse
me -- labor, farms, ports and the conmunities
t hr oughout the northwest. Sone estinmated 40, 000
fam |y wage jobs are dependent on this project.
And in addition to that, there are nore than a
t housand busi nesses along the Col unbia River
that rely on the river to transport their
products to the world market. This really, to
me, enphasizes the inportance of this project to
the region's econonic health. And as a
representative of the 49th Southern District,
woul d encourage that it be done quickly as
possi ble. And again, thank you for the
opportunity.

M5. BROOKS: Steve Frasher

MR, FRASHER: My nane is Steve

Frasher. |'m President of Tidewater Barge Lines.

For those of you who might not familiar with
Ti dewat er, we operate towboats and barges in the

full 4,065 (phonetic) mle of the Colunbia Snake

Ri ver system \W've been in continuous operation

since 1932.
And | have actually a very
sinmple view of what otherwise is going to be a

conplex project. And |I'msure there are nany
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here qualified to talk to the Col onel and the
Cor ps about the complexity. But basically, our
view is that cheap reliable transportation
provi des the very foundation for the creation of
a prosperous and healthy econony. Oftentines, in
the fray of the battle over the conpeting uses
of our waterways, we tend to overl ook one sinple
awe inspiring fact: That the Pacific Northwest
provi des products to the world at a price the
world can afford. In return, the Pacific
Nort hwest al so gets to consune products from
ot her world markets.

The vari ous channel deepeni ng
proj ects undertaken over the years have been a
significant response to the persistent globa
demand for better products at a | ower cost.
That challenge will always be before us, and we
shoul d not waiver in our efforts to neet it.

| appreciate the fact that there
is a concern over the environmental inpact of
this project. But let us not |ose sight of the
fact that the prosperity we have enjoyed as a
result of efficiencies gained from channe
deepeni ng projects of the past give us the

resources to evaluate and inprove the environnment
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for the future

The Pacific Northwest provides
food and products to the world at a price the
world can afford. Let us go forward with this
project so we can continue to fulfill that role.
Thank you.

M5. BROOKS: Keith Jessup

MR, JESSUP: |'m Keith Jessup
wi th Advanced American Diving Service, Inc. 1'm
t he Purchasi ng Manager and I T person, and | take
care of our special project for our properties.
| entered the marine industry in January of
1966 here in Portland at Northwest Marine
Ironworks. It's been a pleasure to see through
the years the advancenents that's taken place
t hr oughout the conmunity along with seeing the
i mpact economically. And I'malso pleased to
see the environnental level that is continuing to
go forward.

Advanced Anerican Diving is very
supportive of this project and is excited to see
it go forward. And our main critical mistake to
| ose any ground that we have earned up to this
point, as far as what our future holds for us.

It would be just a traumatic nmistake to be able
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to lose that. But nowis the tine to go
forward; not five years fromnow or ten years
fromnow. It would be way too expensive to
acconplish the sane thing. Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: Ji m Townl ey.

MR TOMLEY: | too want to
t hank you for giving us the opportunity to
conmment. | didn't conme with prepared remnarKks.
I"mgoing to basically talk about the people
that provide services on the river and those who
recei ve services fromthe naritine industry.

| represent the Col unbia R ver
St eanshi p Qperators Association. And as such,
those are the individuals that are bringing big
ships into the river. Those are the people that
operate tugs and barges from Lew ston, |daho,
down the coast to Coos Bay, up the coast to\
Gray's Harbor, and beyond. And these fol ks have
a major stake -- especially during these
recessionary tines -- in the jobs that have been
lost and the jobs that |I've wi tnessed being | ost
just in the last couple of years. This channel
deepening is one of the bright Iights that
of fers us hope to continue to stay in the gane.

I want to talk a little bit
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about the CRSA because it's in its 80th year
right now During that 80 years, it has
participated in healthy debates such as these to
hel p determine the direction of our region and
the capital inprovements that it needs to stay
cost conpetitive.

W' ve had a hand in guiding
t hese objectives and in furthering our own
obj ectives, which is to try and draw i ncreasingly
nore trade in the region and the revenues and
jobs that go with that. The people of the
Paci fic Northwest who enjoy the benefits brought
to themby international maritinme trade have a
reputation for being very practical and
hard-wor ki ng. And evidence of that is often --
can be found in the earliest seals that they
used and their synmbols to show it was inportant
to themnow, and it was inportant to their
future.

The first seal for the Pacific
Nort hwest was in essence a shock of wheat and a
sal non. There were other -- other things on it,
but that commanded attention. The first
territorial seal had those sane synbols, plus at

the center a sailing ship, indicating that the
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peopl e recogni zed the inportance of trade even
then. This is the 1850s.

When the State seal for O egon
al one was forned, slight change: The sailing
ship is still there, but it's sailing off to the
left. In the center of the seal for the state
of Oregon, there's a newfangled invention called
the steanship. |If you were redesigning a sea
today for the Pacific Northwest, | woul d suggest
that at the center, the practical hard-working
peopl e of Oregon would put a deep draft ocean
ship; probably with a container of grain or sone
ot her type of port-indicating symbol right
al ongside. It's always been inportant to us. It
continues to be inportant to us.

A deeper channel, | want to
point out, is a safer channel. | haven't heard
that mentioned yet. There's nore water under the
keel . And even though it allows ships to cone
wi th deeper drafts, you' ve got to keep in mind
that the Panama Canal is still alimting
feature. And that nmeans that we'll be able to
handl e the deeper draft ships. But by and
| arge, nost of the ships that cone here are

going to have nore water under the keel. That's
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an environmental -- that's a safety feature as
wel | as a navigational safety feature.

And 1'Il just finish by pointing
out that the cost conpetitive issue is the
bottomline. Cost conpetitiveness here gives our
farnmers in eastern Oregon, eastern Washi ngton
and | daho and even further east and up to as
many as 40 states benefit -- in the United
States benefit by the use of our railroad
system Market access that is far cheaper than
woul d be otherwise if our systemwas not here to
conpete with the M ssissippi and other coasts on
the -- ports on the west coast.

It al so gives us continued jobs
we' ve heard about, the revenues we enjoy, and
ot her benefits. W shouldn't forget that the
whol e | ock and dam system we enjoy right nowis
a result of navigation servitude that led to the
ancillary bend at the time, the electrification
of the region, hydro power, and flood protection
If we want to continue to be players in the
i nternational gane and we want to continue to
enjoy the capital benefits that maritine trade
brings along with the ancillary ones, we cannot

afford not to deepen this channel. Thank you.
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M5. BROOKS: Brad d ark

MR, CLARK: CGood afternoon. M
name's Brad Clark, and | serve as President of
Local 4 of the International Longshore Warehouse
Uni on.

First, I'd like to stress the
i nportance of this project to the rank and file
nmenbers that |'ve been el ected to represent.
The Port of Vancouver enpl oyees 153 full-tinme and
70 part-tine |longshore workers. These jobs are
desirable fanm|ly wage jobs. These jobs all ow many
of our workers to support their fanmlies the
ol d-fashi oned way: Wth one incone. Due to our
ability to make a |living wage, many of our
nmenbers and their spouses take advantage of the
opportunity by playing active roles in our
churches, school systens, and little |eagues.

I'd first like to stress that
statistics on an issue like this mean very
little to ne. | have no concept of the
mllions of dollars that this costs; no concept
of the nmillions of dollars that this generates,
nor do |l -- do I have a concept of how those
mllions of dollars would positively affect or

hi nder our state's econonmy. The one statistic
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that | would |ike to speak about though is the
statistic of the 40,000 |ocal jobs and 59, 000
northwest jobs that will be affected by this
project. The reason |I'mgoing to address that
statistic is that | don't believe it. | believe
wat er borne trade on the Colunbia R ver affects
many nore jobs than these. Yes, there's the
obvi ous ones like my job, river pilots, deck
hands on tugs, Port Authority enpl oyees. Then
there's jobs that were recognized with a little
nore thought, like the wheat farners, truck
drivers, inporters and local manufacturers. Jobs
such as these are the ones that | assunme nake
up that statistic. But if we all look alittle
closer, we're going to see that there's many
nore jobs that are influenced by the Col unbia
Ri ver.

Qur jobs allow people to shop,
eat in restaurants, vacation, and spend noney in
other parts of our state. Take away those jobs,
and you will see an inpact on businesses, both
| arge and small, throughout our conmunities.
Wt hout these jobs, workers will be forced to
rel ocate to larger conmunities.

| want everyone to | ook at
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towns in Oregon such as Newport, Astoria, and
Coos Bay. |'d like everyone to |ook at towns
i n Washi ngton such as Port Canpbell and Port
Angel es. For many years, the waterborne trade
of logs in these conmunities ran those
comunities. Wen that waterborne trade
dwi ndl ed, it affected everyone in the
conmunities. As people noved away, there becane
-- becane | ess of a denmand for everything from
gas stations to grocery stores. Small businesses
that could not survive on the tourismthat our
beautiful states attracts had no choice but to
cl ose their doors.

Fam | ies nmoving away created
| ess of a denmand for teachers, doctors, and
construction workers. These jobs al so show the
af fect that waterborne trade has on a community
such as ours that is driven by the health and
conpetitiveness of the Colunbia River.

I would like to offer the
Colunbia River as a -- as vital to the cities
of Vancouver and Longview that ganbling is to
Las Vegas, the entertainment industry is to Los
Angel es, and the autonobiles are to Detroit.

I nporters and exporters will forever take
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advant age of new technol ogi es that shi pping
conpani es cone up with to nove cargo faster
cheaper, nore efficiently, and in greater
vol unes. These technol ogi es nandate that the
shi ppi ng conpani es build oceangoi ng vessel s t hat
require deeper drafts in order for those
conpanies to remain conpetitive.

Soon, all of the smaller ships
wi || be decomm ssioned and replaced by deep draft
vessels. It's paramount for the communities that
depend on international trade to do everything in
their power to keep base. So on behal f of
Local 4 and as a personal voice of many workers
t hr oughout our state, | urge you to support this
project. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: Ted Farnsworth.

MR, FARNSWORTH: |'m Ted
Farnsworth. |'ve worked on the Col unbia River
ever since 1942, and |'ve seen changes that npst
of you can't imagine. | wi sh the Corps of
Engi neers woul d take the sand and nove it off
the front of my property that they put in there
over a period of the last 50 years. | amthe
only one that's speaking on the part of the

ecology of the river. Mst of the people are
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i nvol ved in noney. Mney is fine. But what
does it do for the river?

This brochure with a nice clean
packet of sand is a good exanple of what the
Cor ps of Engi neers has done to the Col unbia
Ri ver over the last 70 years. Sand doesn't grow
one thing. It takes fine silt and nud to
repl enish the fields and the bottomlands to
rai se the ecological chain -- the grasses, the
al gae, the plankton that feeds all of our
system As the Corps of Engi neers has punped
sand in on the different areas, they've covered
up all of the ecological chain. There's no
| onger an ecol ogi cal chain. Take Frenchman's
Bar, which nmany of you are famliar with
Frenchman's Bar was conprised of three islands
many years ago: Caterpillar |Island, Hayes
I sland, Hulette Island (phonetic). You could run
i nl and behind that -- those three islands, al
the way to Blue Rock Landing, which is the base
of the Flushing Channel that goes into Vancouver
Lake now. All of that area grew grass in the
threshes that was 12 and 15 feet high. As the
wat er went down, the nutrients that went into

the river were magnified. And they fed our
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whol e ecol ogi cal chain for the river. This sand
doesn't grow anything except a few cottonwood
trees.

Anot her good exanple is lve's
I sland (phonetic). The Corps of Engi neers has
punped that up there. It doesn't grow anything,
except it makes a tremendous nesting place for a
nonnative species that nornally would be out on
the coast. But they've noved inland. And now
t hey take tremendous anounts of our downstream
snolts. | would Iike to see that island punped
back into the river where it belongs, and the
sand that is covering places |like Frenchman's Bar
renoved and put in places.

And right now, the Corps of
Engi neers is spending billions of dollars to
restore the Mssouri to what it once was.
They're trying to do the sane thing on the
Col unbia River that they've done on the M ssour
River. There's billions of dollars being spent
to restore what the Corps of Engineers has
destroyed. Ladies and gentlenen, this is -- If
they woul d punmp good stuff in there instead of
bare sand that doesn't grow anything, it would

be fine. But that silt is all trapped above
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the settling ponds; these dans up above. And it
has no way of getting down here.

The farm and -- take the Nile
River Delta. The Nile River Delta is the richest
land in the world, and it used to produce 18
and-a-half cuttings of alfalfa per year. Wthout
the floods that feed it because of the building
of the dans, they're now down to 14 cuttings a
year. And that would -- trend will continue.
Much of the Nile Delta has disappeared because
the erosion -- the sand is -- It doesn't hold.
It takes the nud and the silt to hold that sand
in place. The dredging off of the end of the
North Jetty has created a terrible hazard down
there for boaters and so forth. These are al
things that need to be addressed. Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: Paul Riggs.

MR RIGGS: Paul Riggs. |
represent the International Brotherhood of
El ectrical Wrkers. W support the channe
deepeni ng project as an inportant el enment of the
regional transportation infrastructure. If we
fail to keep up with the tines and shi pping,
we'll put the areas of commerce at a

di sadvant age, and the econony and job growth of
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the entire area will suffer. Thank you.

M5. BROOKS: J. M chael Zachary.

MR, ZACHARY: Good afternoon. M
nane's M ke Zachary. | stand before you as a
citizen of southwest Washington and the greater
northwest. Also standing before you as a Port
expert in the maritinme industry. |'ve personally
been involved with over 62 strategic nmaster plans
t hr oughout the world involving nmore than 300
separate nmarine and internodal facilities. The
| argest project | was responsible for was the
Port of Los Angel es/Port of Longbeach 20/20 pl an.
That resulted in 2500 acres of fill being put in
the San Pedro Bay and nore than 10 billion
dollars worth of infrastructure inprovenents in
the San Pedro area to do nothing nore than
i nprove the capacity of those two ports.

Each of the 62 deep water ports
and the 300 nmarine facilities had three major
conponents for port through-play: One was roads
and hi ghways. The other was rail access, and
third and probably nost inportant is waterway
access. Every one of those ports had one or
nore of the above inpacted either by nature or

by the congestion of the area that was in.
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The Pacific RRmCargo -- that's
cont ai nerized cargo -- has been increasing by 7
percent per year for the last 15 years. This
is agrowmh rate that will result in the
doubling of cargo every ten years.

Wil e the regional ports will
not see the 6,000 TEU nega vessels that are
currently calling on the ports in Los Angel es
and Long Beach and Seattle, there is a cascadi ng
effect that all vessels will eventually conme to
the ports of the I ower Colunbia. These ports
nmust remain conpetitive with every other west
coast port. Because every port of the | ower
Colunbia is, in fact, in conpetition with every
west coast port, including the port of Vancouver
British Colunbia. It is inperative that in
order for the ports of the lower Colunbia to
remai n viabl e and conpetitive, the deepening
project must be conpleted in a tinmely fashion

This is not only a regional
project. There are several studies that indicate
very clearly that the capacity issues of every
west coast port will be put to the test and put
to the linmt by the amount of cargo they can --

they can carry across their docks in the near
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future -- beginning within the next 20 years.

The maj or projects that are
currently occurring on the west coast by other
ports -- not only the 20/20 plan previously
nmentioned, but the Al ameda Corps, which is rai
access to Los Angel es/ Longbeach -- the dredging
and rail access in the Bay area for ports of
QGakl and and San Franci sco and the conpletely new
deep water berths in Vancouver, British Col unbi a.
We need this project. Not only to renmain
conpetitive, but to ensure that all the | ower
Col unmbi a ports remain viable for both comrerce
and national defense. Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: Edward Bar nes.

MR, BARNES: My nane is Edward
Barnes. |'ma nenber of the Washington State
Transportation Conmission. | want to thank the
Corps for comng here today to have public
testinmony to make sure that this project does
what it's supposed to do; that it's done right.
On behal f of Aubrey Davis, the Chairnman of the
Conmi ssion, all seven nenbers are very supportive
of this project. W worked extrenely hard in
order to make sure that the noney necessary for

the match for the state of Washi ngton passes
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t hrough the legislature the same as the state of
Oregon did.

This is a vital transportation
service for not just the state of Washi ngton
but Oregon, Idaho, all the way back to the
m dwest. So as a Commi ssioner, our job is to
make sure that we provide the best transportation
system possi ble for the people, whether it's
rail, air, highways and that. And so we're very
supportive for what the Corps is doing. W hope
that -- that this project will go forward just
as quick as it can. And thank you very nuch
for the tinme today.

M5. BROOKS: Larry Paul son

MR, PAULSON: Thank you. |
would Iike to add ny thanks and good afternoon
for your coming to the city of Vancouver and
state of Washington for this hearing. [|'mlLarry
Paul son. | have the privilege of being the
Executive Director of the Port of Vancouver. |
would like, if I have tine, to speak and add to
the thoughts relating to the econom c and
personal people aspects, if you will, of this
project. But | would like to speak instead --

at least fromny perspective -- to the
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environnental issues, the process, and the
results that have cone about during this -- the
process that brings us to the suppl enental
Envi ronnent al | npact Statenent.

| have the privilege to serve
on the reconsultation teamfor the past, oh
year and-a-half two years now serving with
representatives of the U S. Arny Corps of
Engi neers, U.S. Fish & WIldlife Service, and
Nati onal Marine Fisheries Service. | represent
interests of six ports that have been the | oca
sponsors with their respective states in working
t hrough questions, answers, and ultinmately the
bi ol ogi cal opinions that eventually came out from
t hose process.

Let me rem nd everyone that the
ports in the states have a significant interest
in this economcally; not just for the jobs, for
the benefit to our econony, for the increase we
believe that will result in the deepening of the
channel , but that we have a cost factor. W
have a responsibility for 35 percent of the cost
of this project. So we have an interest in
seeing it done efficiently, but also seeing it

done wel | .
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The purpose of the
reconsultation process was to collectively
under stand what the questions -- the right
guestions were to be asked -- and hopefully, to
arrive at answers collectively that woul d
determ ne what if any inpacts would result from
t he deepening of this channel, which is only 600
feet wide and only about 54 percent of which
needs to be deepened. And only about 3.5
percent of the river affected it if you take it
on a vertical straight up el ement.

How it would affect the
environnent: Through that process, we | ooked at
it and brought in an independent scientific
group. W had an open positive eval uation by
them and by others. Laura was kind enough to
summari ze sone of the processes and sone of the
studi es that we've gone through to take a | ook
at and nake sure we have those -- not only
ri ght questions, but the right answers for this
-- for this to cone about for the biologica
opi ni ons to be acconplished.

And | will add personally that
when we started that process, there were

di sagreenents anong t he Federal agencies and the
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ports. And there were concerns, and there were
different issues that needed to be addressed.
But as we proceeded through this process, it
becanme clear that the right questions could be
asked. The right answers could be obtained.
And these biol ogical opinions could be issued,
whi ch eventually occurred after a year and-a-half
of extensive effort. And not only were they
i ssued. But they are, | believe, significantly
credi ble, straightforward, and show that this
deepening -- This project can be acconplished in
an environnental |y appropriate way.
Laura again went on and
expl ai ned sone of the mitigation restoration
issues that will be taken care of. But | think
sone of the points that need to be enphasi zed
i nclude the fact of restoration. The ecosystem
restoration projects which we believe will result
not only in not injuring the river, if you wll,
but making it better; providing a better
ecosystem and environment now and for the future.
The adaptive managenent aspect.
The nonitoring, if you will, I think is a
significant part of this process. The agreenent

by the parties, including the ports and the
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Federal agencies, to nmake sure that we continue
to nonitor what happens in the river. The
Benson Beach project, which we've begun just
recently to help deal with the erosion issues on
t he Washi ngton side of the river.

We believe, again, that the
bi ol ogi cal opinions are credible, defensible, and
appropriate for this project to be done. And
we encourage you to go forward with the
finalization and the issuing necessary approvals
and pernits for this process. | nay add we

wi Il be adding additional witten comments |ater

Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: John Wite.

MR, VWH TE: Good afternoon. M
nane's John White. | don't have any prepared

remar ks, but | wanted to cone down and offer
sone observations kind of along Larry's |ine of
the process that's gone on here. But | want to
do it -- | guess nore froma 10,000 foot |evel.
I've watched this process with really kind of a
split personality.

On one hand, | own a consulting
firmthat specializes in natural resources

consulting, the J.D. Wite Conpany, anong other
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service lines. So we have watched the evolution
of the ecol ogical side of this with great
interest; and frankly, with a critical eye.

On the other hand, | have
served as Chair of the Board of the Geater
Vancouver Chanber of Commerce for two terns,
which is really when I first becane fully aware
and involved in the project. So | -- My first
imersion init was really fromthe econonic
si de.

What's of interest to nme is
that as you' ve gone down the path, the
environnental and econonmic interests, in ny view
anyway, have really beconme a line. There has
been a nelding of interests here that | think
has resulted in a project that is far better
than it was two years ago and certainly better
than it was five years ago. And | comend you,
and | commend, frankly, the process for that.
Because | think that's successful

| heard an interview w th
soneone on the radio this norning. | didn't
catch her name. But she was asked, "Wat are
you going to do if they nove ahead?" She said,

"W're going to sue." That's an unfortunate
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position to be taking, in ny view, during the
comment period. | would hope the enphasis would
be on providing constructive renarks so the
project gets -- a good project gets even better
before we get to the finish |ine.

But | conmmend you, and
commend this conmmunity and the conmunities of the
| ower Colunbia for involving thenselves in a
process that | think frankly worked right, and
worked just like it was supposed to. Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: Brad Shah

MR SHAH: CGood afternoon. M
nane's Brad Shah. | represent SD Services at
Port of Vancouver. The perspective I'mgoing to
give you -- | have been in chenical business for
the last thirty sone years. |'ve worked in the
northwest; first on other side of the river; now
here. And how nuch inpact ny job having access
to the water for conmercial purpose. My previous
job, we got all of the raw material by ship
So it was very inportant we get basalt. Because
there were two nornalities: Electricity and
salt. And two years ago, on the ship for
qual ity purpose, and Captai n says, "You know,

t hese bunps are -- It's getting pretty hard to
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come here." And it was even harder to cone
before. Because those |arge ships woul d not
cone to Portland with full |oads. They had to go
first on the north, enpty the load, then cone to
Portland to do the job.

And we -- It was also in
Portland when we had downtine in the business.
W had to export. And we had a |ot of the
shi ps dump off the | oad we cannot manage on our
docks. There were so nuch -- it was a cruise
ship. So here is the point: That nedi umsized
or snall-sized business does depend on barging to

survive and sustain their business; to have good

CS' s.

In ny new job, again, | worked
on the river; by the river. I'm-- M trade
is chemistry. | care for quality. | used to

check environnental sanple of river water to see
how good it is. | appreciate the beauty. |
appreci ate the beauty from Port of Vancouver when
| leave ny building and -- So we do want a

sound nmanagenent of our ecosystem But | also
see here people want to do business with us.

They want to bring their Iicense and their

chemicals to this port. But they're also

Vancouver afternoon-51



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

52

wondering can they bring in the right quantity
in a decent manner?

Al so, people want to build sone
snmal | businesses. But they al so need -- They
see you. Because they have done business wth
us. They want to extend. So they are | ooking
at you. So it does play a key role that -- to
see ocean channel s when they make the deci sion
whet her to cone here or not. So this is a
firsthand -- that | can give you how it inpacts.
So please keep in mnd -- | do appreciate your
ecosystemwi th everyone el se, and we do want --
But to sustain our econony, keep it -- nmaintain
the base we have. |It's inportant we have a --
an up-to-date technol ogy and nore transportation
avai | abl e here. Thank you.

M5. BROOKS: JimDe Stael. Did
| pronounce it correctly?

MR DE STAEL: 1'Il followthe
first instruction. |It's De Stael

M5. BROOKS: De Stael. Thank
you.

MR. DE STAEL: Col onel, thank you
and the Corps of Engineers for giving ne the

opportunity to speak today. |'mhere as a
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private citizen and registered voter for all you
politicians out there. I'mhere to express ny
support for the proposed Col unbia Ri ver Channe
| mprovenent Project.

I ndifference to remarks by
previ ous speakers, ny viewis also sinple. |
also believe it is -- that this project is
essential to future comerce on the Col unbia
Ri ver and the continued economc growth of al
the industries in the Colunbia R ver Basin that
rely on that comrercial artery. As many who
have testified before me can attest, the positive
af fects of conpleting this project would reach
t he I daho border and -- And conversely, so would
the negative affects of failing to go forward
with this project. | recognize that the main
concern woul d probably be environnental. But |
believe that the risk is already being
satisfactorily mtigated. And I'mnew to
famliarity with this project, and |I'm pleased to
see the neasures that are being taken and
out | i ned.

| also heard a previous speaker
make nention of the increased safety of the

deeper draft. And let ne nake a note here that

Vancouver afternoon-53



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

54

| certainly would concur with that. Having
served in the Navy for nore than 25 years,
there's nothing I like better than nore water
under the keel. So in conclusion, |I'd just |ike

to register my support for your project. Thank

you.
M5. BROOKS: Philip Massey.
MR, MASSEY: Thank you for the
opportunity to testify today. |1'm Captain Philip

Massey, and |'m a nenber of the Col unbia River
Pilots Association. |'ve made a living on the
Col umbia, WIllanette, and Snake Rivers along the
Paci fic Coast for 36 years. As an advocate of
t he deeper, safer channel, 1'd like to address
an irony that's been preval ent throughout the
years of channeling deepening study that's been
goi ng on.

Over the past -- Excuse ne.
Over the past 50 years, the general public has
devel oped a justifiable cynicismw th dealing
with -- with their dealings with the government
and big business. They were m sl ead about
Vi et nam Watergate, lIran Contra, and so on
They' ve been lied to by big tobacco and nost

recently, Enron, Arthur Anderson, Wrldcom and
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others. Many of us have cone to believe that
government and big business lie, while
environnental groups tell the truth. The irony
is that during the years of study of channel
deepeni ng, the opposite has been true. The
opponents have told the public that this is a
rush job.

For over 12 years, this project
has undergone study after study by governnent,
i ndustry, environmental and nedia entities. |
shudder to think how many mllions of dollars of
t axpayer dollars have been wasted on studies and
restudies. It nade sense twelve years ago, and
it makes sense today. The opponents of Brandon
(phonetic) have polluted and toxic, and even
radi oactive dredge spoils. Wile there are
cont am nated areas al ong the banks of the
Portl and harbor, the Colunbia dredge materials
have a | ong history of being used for
construction projects, public parks, beaches and
even children's sandboxes.

Envi ronmental extrem sts would
have us believe that the river is in a downward
spiral. That is just not true. City and town

di scharges are the best they've ever been
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Tugs, ships, and recreational vessels now contain
all their waste stored and -- to be properly
di sposed of ashore.

Wien | started on the river,
you could go nonths w thout seeing a bald eagle.
Today, the sightings are daily, along with
ospreys, herons, mallards, swans and dozens of
other birds that nake their living on clean
heal thy river.

One mght ask if all the fish
are gone, what are these birds eating?
Sel f - appoi nt ed shi ppi ng experts say that it is
ridiculous to have ships cone from100 niles
inland to deliver and receive cargo. |'d ask
t hose experts to take a look at a map. Find
out how many hours it takes to get ships to and
fromlarger ports |Iike Houston, New Ol eans,
Bat on Rouge; even New York and Baltinore. Look
at how many niles Tacomm, Seattle, Vancouver B.C.
-- B.C. are fromthe ocean. The fact is our
-- The fact is our six to eight-hour transit
times for tankers and boats carrying tomato juice
is very conpetitive with the other west coast
ports.

Dreaners continue to tell us
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that our effort should be dedicated for Astoria.
I was once an advocate of that nyself. Twenty
years ago, there was an effort to | ocate a super
grain termnal in Astoria and supply it al nost
entirely with up river barges. Turns out
shi ppers don't want to be obligated to just one
node of transportation. They need to have the
option of rail and truck

Today, grain termnals need to
be able to process 100 car unit trains and
havi ng space for 300 and 600 railroads.
Container facilities need even nore rail space,
al ong with space for hundreds of trucks and
t housands of containers. The inpact and expense
of building a heavy-duty two-rail line and
four-1lane nodern highway to Astoria could be
many, many tines that of devel opi ng and
mai ntai ning a river channel

On your next drive to Astoria,
take note of how nany niles of sensitive
wet | ands the hi ghway and rail would pass through
Try to imagine bridges, trestles, and the fill
that would be required. MIIlions of Oegon
lottery dollars went to dredgi ng the Tongue Poi nt

docks and turning basin. And to this day, the
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only revenue that facility generates is storage
of a few barges.

['mtold the -- I"'mtold the
area has filled back in. Mwving the region's
shi ppi ng needs to the nouth of the river is such
aridiculous fantasy, it nerits absolutely no
further conment or consideration.

Those who think that they know
a | ot of about econom cs have said Portland and
Vancouver shoul d abandon their pursuit of ful
cargos and containers and go for niche cars. |
would like to point out it's the niche cargos
that have failed us. Fiber-optic cable docking
has quit. Alumnumoil (phonetic) blocks are
down, and | ogs and |unber are a fraction of the
past. W cannot support nore than 40,000 famly
wage j obs
and billions of tax dollar -- taxpayer-owned port
facilities with Pendl eton shares and Inte
processors.

Even with all the msinformation
the public has been fed, its strong majority
still supports the safer, deeper channel. Qur
area's suffering far nore than the other west

coast ports. The world has heard of dam
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breachi ng and drought probl ens and channel i ng
deepeni ng opposition, and the nessage has been
Col unbi a ports are closing for business. It is
vital to make up for lost time and noney and

nove ahead with this project with all speed.

Thank you.
M5. BROCKS: Peter Huhtal a.
MR, HUHTALA: H. M nane is
Peter Huhtala. |'mthe Executive Director of

Seadog, the Col unbi a Deepeni ng Qpposition G oup
I"'mfromAstoria. Thank you for the opportunity
to offer these initial coments. And wel cone,
Col onel Hobernicht. | really hope that you have
an enjoyable and rewardi ng stay here commandi ng
this district, and that you cone to |love the
Paci fic Northwest.

The Col unbia River estuary is
critical habitat for every run of salnmon in the
Col unmbia Basin. It is also critical to historic
waves of life and the vitality of |ong-standing
communities.

A recent newspaper report
descri bed the people of the lower river as
"hostile to the deepening project." | suppose

we are hostile, in the sense that pioneering
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Eur opeans encountered hostile native tribes.
VWhen sal non, snelt, |anmprey, sturgeon, crab and
rock fish that's eaten -- sustain us -- are

t hreat ened, when our fragile econony faces

anot her thrashing, when the health of our
children is at stake, we tend to get a little
def ensi ve

The deci si on whether to deepen
t he Col umbi a Ri ver shipping channel is -- in the
way proposed, is a major skirmsh in the battle
for the Colunbia River estuary. It is
unfortunately pronmoted in ways that mmc
warfare. |If the plan proceeds, there will be
clear winners and |l osers. The winners will be
certai n shippi ng conpani es; many foreign-based,
nost nultinational corporations. And with
nebul ous advantage, but clearly engaged in the
axis are regional interests who fear a gradua
erosi on of nmarket access.

Obvi ous | osers include the
commerci al fishernen of the estuary and near
shore ocean, the famlies and conmmunities of the
| ower river, the Tribes of the Colunbia Basin
and all who depend on a relatively healthy

estuary ecosystem for existence, enjoynent, and
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spiritual nourishnment. Good peopl e have nade
poor choi ces about the design and timng of this
navi gati on i nmprovenent.

The nobst vexing problemis what
to do with the incredibly massive volunes to be
dredged. A reasonable and equitable solution nay
not be forthcoming. The latest plan offers to
dunp mllions of tons of sedinent in estuary
wat ers, destroying much of a rare, innovative,
| owi npact fishery, dimnishing opportunities for
aquatic devel opnent, killing endangered sal non,
and increasing -- yes -- the distribution of
toxi c contaninants.

| guess that draws a battle
line in the sand. Although it's widely accepted
that this battle will extend to the court
system the real struggle is -- is within the
hearts and minds of the people of the great
nor t hwest .

| guess | should add guts.
Because | don't believe that this region can
stomach the inequity, the unfair tranpling upon
the icons of salnmon and historical |ife-styles.
W desperately need an about face, to borrow

another mlitary trend. It should no |onger be
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acceptable to fight anong ourselves, to set up
t hese public works projects so that relative
political power nmakes for w nners and | osers.
W need a new approach.

| envision the Corps as part of
the | eadership in an anbitious plan to protect,
enhance, and restore the Col unbia R ver estuary.
We can end the pollution, stop the destruction
and build healthy habitats. Instead of tacking
on specul ative and misnanmed restoration to a
project that would further degrade the estuary,
we can approach the lower river systemas -- as
ariver -- as a systemthat cries for overal
i nprovenent. Wthin this context, navigation
i mprovenent could naturally energe.

This is a way for the Corps to
rebuild credibility. It is also the springboard
to regional peace. Wth -- and -- and
enconpassi ng conservation -- true conservation --
and a superior econony, we mght just forget why
we're fighting. The first step is a courageous
wi t hdrawal of this deepening project fromfurther
consideration. | urge you, Colonel Hobernicht,
to make this reconmendati on. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: Scott Patterson

Vancouver afternoon-62



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

63

MR PATTERSON: Cood afternoon
My nane is Scott Patterson. |'m here today
representing the greater Vancouver Chanber of
Commrerce. And like a few others, | do not have
prepared comments. But | do want to add a few
t hi ngs, and echo the sentinments of nany of the
i ndi vi dual s who have gotten up and spoken in
favor of the project.

I've had the great fortune,
actually, in a previous line of work as a
congressional staffer in the md 1990s to begin
wor ki ng and getting very familiar with this
project. And if you would have told nme at that
time that 1'd be standing here in a different
capacity in 2002 testifying in a simlar public
hearing, | probably wouldn't have believed you.
But here | am

The Chanber is a strong
supporter of this project -- has been for a
nunmber of years -- and shares this support with
a nunber of other business organizations in the

Vancouver area. Colunbia R ver Economc

Devel opnent Council is one of them And
believe you' Il be hearing from another one here
shortly.
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The benefits have been -- have
been stated very well by many of the proponents.
They're quite obvious, in terms of additiona
river conmerce, econony, jobs that inpact people.
The studi es that have been done and redone have
al ways focussed and not |ost sight of those
jobs. But they've al so enhanced the
environnental benefits that | believe are
nunerous. And we commend the Corps on the
efforts; also on the sponsor ports for sticking
with this project and realizing it to the end.

So I'mjust here to urge you to
continue to nove forward; hopefully wap this up
very soon. And we'll be there to be strong
supporters. And I'mvery anxious to see this
actual |y happen. So thank you.

M5. BROCKS: G nger Metcalf.

MS. METCALF: CGood afternoon
I'"'m G nger Metcalf, the Executive Director of
Identity Clark County. W represent comunity
and econom c devel opnents in Cark County and 87
maj or corporate |leaders within the Cark County
region.

My adniration too is extended to

the ports and the industries that have pursued
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this effort and their conpliance with the many
demands and requests that have been placed on
t hem because of this project. And to the rest

of us too who have stood in the sidelines

urging themon. It's denonstrative, if you
will, of the inportance of the project to the
regi on.

One of the tools we have to
of fer perspective enployers is the basis for the
transportation of goods. One piece of that
basis is several challenged beyond our ability to
keep up with denand. And that is surface
transportation. Cost of quality of |ife-w se,
cost of getting goods to nmarket-w se, we cannot
afford to have additional trucks on roads. W
need to get product transport -- transported in
the nost cost effective, environnmentally friendly
manner possi bl e.

As with our forefathers, the
river with which we are bl essed offers that
opportunity. In this fiercely conpetitive world
of recruitment of industries that provide jobs,
the entire Colunbia River region affected by the
proposed channel dredging project will be

enhanced with the addition of that tool that
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provide for the accommodati on of deeper draft
vessel s. Thank you for visiting our community,
and thank you for providing this opportunity to
share the vital nature of this project to our
region.

MS. BROOKS: Dave Ri pp

MR RIPP. H. |I'mDave R pp
I'mthe Executive Director for the Port of
Wbodl and. Thank you for providing the
opportunity for the Port of Wodl and to coment
on the draft of the supplenent feasibility report
and the EIS for the Col unbia R ver Channe
Deepeni ng Proj ect.

Coupl e points I want to touch
Deepeni ng the Col unbia River navigation channe
is critical to maintaining maritime comerce and
sust ai ni ng business, farns; especially during
these difficult economc tines.

The project has broad-based
support from busi nesses, |abor unions, farnmers,
ports, and conmunities throughout the northwest.
Over 40,000 local fanmily wage jobs are dependent
on, and anot her 59, 000 northwest jobs are
i nfluenced by the Colunbia River maritine

comerce. Mre than a thousand businesses rely
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on the Colunbia River to transport products
around the world.

This project will require
dredging just 50 -- fifty-four percent of the
navi gati onal channel; only three and-a-half
percent of the total Colunbia River between the
mout h and Port of Vancouver. The renaining
areas of the channel are already naturally deeper
than 43 feet.

The suppl enental report is a key
part of the project's sensitive environnental
review, which is inportant to both nitigating
both [ ocal and environnmental inpacts, and
insuring that this project |eaves the river
better off than beforehand.

The estuary and ecosystem for
the Colunbia River are inportant and can be
protected and enhanced whil e the channe
deepeni ng project advances. The Col unbia R ver
channel deepening project will benefit both the
economny and environment .

In closing, | urge you to
finalize the supplenental report and grant the
pendi ng regul atory permits and approvals to nove

this inportant project to conpletion. Thank you.
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MS. BROOKS: Liz Wi nwight.

M5. WAl NVRI GHT: Good afternoon
My nane is Liz Wainwight. |'mthe Executive
Director for the Merchant Exchange, the maritine
Fire Safety Association and O ean Rivers
Cooperative. On behalf of these organizations
and the other organizations that the Merchant
Exchange manages, thank you for the opportunity
to provide testinony today. The Merchant's
Exchange has been uni quely involved in conmerce
and wel | -being of this community since its
establishment in 1879. 1In 1879, the Exchange
was organized to -- by local businessnmen to
provi de vessel and cargo information to the
conmunity when a ship entered the Col unbia River,
bringing with it commerce and trade to support
and foster the devel opnent of our
Colunbia/ Wl l anette River system

These services continue today.
As the Executive Director of the Exchange, the
full inpact of conmerce and trade that enters
our region is well-known to me. Though we are
a small organization with only 16 enpl oyees, we
manage and provi de support to eight

mari ne-rel ated nenber associ ations, as well as
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i ndi vi dual nmenbers who total upwards of 180
organi zati ons, each with a broad spectrum of
menbershi p, each with its enpl oyees, each
contributing to the econony of our area.

My 16 enpl oyees pay taxes,
pur chase service, goods, and participate in the
viability of the conmunity and are very concerned
and supportive of the channel deepening. The
Maritime Fire & Safety Association and C ean
Ri vers Cooperative are two cooperative
organi zations that provide energency response in
-- to fire -- marine fires and oil spill
response to the conmunity. They're both
conmitted to environnental stability in this
regi on and are supportive of this channe
deepeni ng as wel | .

The i nmportance of shipping to
the econonic well-being of our regionis -- if
not the nost, one of the nost significant. The
af fect caused by any | oss of trade resulting
froman inability to transverse our river system
woul d be incal cul abl e.

To adequately assess the inpact
of shipping, one nust start with the independent

fam |y and those -- the grain producers and
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t hose business that rely on farming. That
farmer and farmfamly is the infrastructure that
has built our econonmic stability going back to
our days of pre-statehood.

W thout an economic way to ship
grain and other products on -- from our
interior, it would becone nmuch nore difficult and
| ess cost-conpetitive to support this region. It
woul d conpound | osses, and it would nean a | oss
of jobs. This support -- this scenario
supported by the channel deepening, by the
busi nesses, the | abor unions, the farmers, ports,
and the communities. As you've already heard,
there's close to 100,000 jobs either directly or
indirectly which are relying on nmaritinme trade in
one form or another

Deepeni ng of the Colunbia River
channel is critical to naintaining these
busi ness, the jobs, and the comunities and the
fam lies that are supported by the river. Wth
channel deepening, our region will remain
conpetitive and viable. This project will ensure
that the Colunmbia River can acconmpdate the |arge
fuel -efficient ships that increasingly dom nate

the world trade
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As everyone is aware, the
current state of our economy mandates that we
provi de every opportunity possible to the
busi nesses of our region to remain viable. The
critical inportance of narine commerce to our
region i s dependent on cost-effective and
conpetitive transportation. The effect in the
navi gati on of the Colunbia R ver is dependent on
deepeni ng the channel from40 feet to 43 feet.
Wth this in mnd, the Colunbia R ver Channe
Deepening Project will benefit not only our
econorny, but our environment as well.

As a citizen of the Pacific
Northwest and all that it represents, the estuary
and ecosystem of the Colunbia River are inportant
and should be protected and can be enhanced by
this project. An independent panel concluded the
deepening wi Il have no neasurable affect on the
t hreat ened and endangered fish. Biologica
opi ni ons issued by the National Marine Fisheries
Service and U.S. Fish & Wlidlife Departnents
denonstrate the environnental protections and
benefits of this project. By ensuring safe
transit of our river system we will enhance the

saf eguards placed in the -- in place for our
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envi ronnent .

In closing, I1'd like to read
fromthe -- "Effective maritinme transportation is
vital to sustaining and strengthening our region
in this global econony and this trade-based
econony. | urge you to finalize the
suppl enental report and grant pending regul atory
permts and approval to nove the inportant
project to conpletion. Thank you for the
opportunity to speak for you."

M5. BROCOKS: Dan Janes.

MR JAMES: Cood afternoon. M
nane is Dan Janes. |'ma governnental
pr of essi onal based in Portland, but |I'mhere as
a private citizen today to speak in support the
Col unbi a River Channel Deepening Project and
encour age the Corps of Engineers to nmove forward
on finalization of plans. | sinply want to add
to what others have said to recognize that this
project is crucial to our region -- Oregon

Washi ngton, |daho, and Montana and really --

really the nation. It's critical to continue to
develop the rural interior of our -- of our
region. |It's especially the key in -- in -- on
the west side as well, given the fact that
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we' re so dependent upon this river system and
commerce that it generates.

Wth that, 1'll sinply
encour age, again, the Corps to nove forward.
And | appreciate your tine. Thank you.

MS. BROCKS: Jonat han Schl uet er

MR, SCHLUETER Good afternoon
Col onel, and nenbers of the public. M nane is
Jonat han Schlueter. |'mthe Executive Vice
President of Pacific Northwest Gain & Feed
Association in Portland. |It's a regional trade
organi zation that represents the comercial grain
handl ers operating in the Pacific Northwest
states of Washington, O egon, |daho, and Montana.
In that description, I'mrepresenting 210
commercial grain el evator conpani es, aninmal feed
mlls, flower mlling conmpanies, processors of
grain and exporters of grain operating in these
four states.

And it's perhaps appropriate
before your 5 o' clock dinner hour to have a
representative of the agricultural community to
offer this testinmony in the few brief nmnutes
that we have here. Because we are the ones

t hat supply wheat, barley, corn, soybeans,
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sorghum various feed and grain nmaterials to 40
different countries around the world. And 95
percent of that grain which is grown in O egon
ends up in the exports stocks of our menber
facilities who are on the | ower Colunbia River
and nenber facilities up in the Puget Sound
District as well.

So there is a big denmand for
our grain and agricultural products around the
world -- growi ng demand for those products. As
you consider the testinony that's already been
presented here, and that which will be presented
later this evening, |'msure, you will be left
with a couple of conflicting coments and
t houghts. | would -- | would |ike to address
ny conments to four areas of issue.

First of all, that this is not
a local issue. This is not a Portland or a
Vancouver issue. This is very much a regiona
issue, and | would subnit a national issue.
Because havi ng descri bed the nenber of conpanies
| represent are scattered across four northwest
states. W're drawing grain here from1l states
as far east as Mnnesota, as far east as Kansas,

as far south as Arizona, and all points in

Vancouver afternoon-74



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

between. Therefore, this issue and the decisions
made here locally and by our region will be
affecting farnmers and comunities and busi nesses
and supply those farners and communities in 11
western states. And so it is very nuch a
regional and national issue in scope.

Those of us who worry about our
| ocal econonmies -- local and regional issues --
have very nuch to consider the regional and
national inplications of those decisions as we
consi der this issue.

Nurmber two, those who worry
about the econony and jobs of this area need to
realize that 40,000 jobs are dependant on upon
t he Col unbi a/ Snake system and the comerce that
noves on this river systemand the infrastructure
that serves it. |Indeed, the channel deepening
project contends that it will expand those job
opportunities, create additional enploynent
opportunities, and indeed, represents the best
enpl oyment growt h opportunity that we have in
this region. At a tine when Oregon and
Washi ngton are facing sone of the worst
unenpl oynment situations in this country, |

suggest this is a very val uabl e and necessary
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project for this region and for the people that
live here.

Thirdly, you will hear nuch
about the environnental inplications and whet her
or not this is good for the environnment or has
i npacts agai nst the environnent. | suggest that
intrying to supply the food needs of a grow ng
pl anet, ny bet and nmy confidence is with the
Anerican farners. The Anerican farmer is the
best trained, best equi pped, best financed, best
skilled farmers in the world.

And at a tinme -- in the short
time that |'mallocated to testify here this
afternoon, the world's population is increasing
at a pace of 268 people per minute; thousand and
-- two hundred souls in the five mnutes that
I"mallocated. Those people expect to be fed.
My confidence is with the Anerican farmer to
supply those needs, rather than to rely on the
itinerate third world proper devising whatever
means or mechanisnms |left to his disposal to
provide for he and his fanily

And the inplication to the
envi ronnent here on the Colunbia R ver pale in

conpari son to sonme of the environnental
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degradation that nay be wecked upon other parts
of the world if we are to forego this
opportunity or nmiss this opportunity.

Fourth and finally, much in the
past year has been focussed on our own nationa
security and whether or not our nation is safe
and whet her or not we can -- we can do business
with other countries around the world.

In the next nonth, off the
Col unbia River District, the grain exporting
conpanies that | represent will be shipping
grain to North Korea, to Ethiopia, to Pakistan
and to Afghanistan, as well as food aid to
hungry nations in South Africa currently w ecked
by drought. People who trade cannot afford to
fight against each other. Trade fosters inproved
rel ati ons between people. And inproved relations
is-- at atime that we -- a time like this,
somet hing that we all desperately need and
desperately desire.

Trade fosters better dependency
and better relations anbng people. And this
project, by inproving trade opportunities,
al |l owi ng deeper draft vessels to carry needed

grain to the people and countries that need it,
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are desperately needed at this tine.

Those who criticize American
farmers or worry about the agricultural picture
of our country and whether or not we have a
stake in this river and in this issue should not
-- should not be criticizing Anerican farners
when your stomach is full. [It's time for your
di nner break. | ask you to consider these
poi nts as you do. Thanks.

M5. BROOKS: M. Crow.

MR CRON My nane is Mnyo Crow
(phonetic). | basically ama citizen here in
Vancouver, Washington. 1In addition to the
dredgi ng of the Colunbia River channel, a new
freeway nust also be in place between the ports
of Portland and Vancouver. It's absolutely
critical that merchant shipping conpani es nove
products in and out of the ports as efficiently
as possible. W nust be very aggressive in
conpeting for new business with other sea ports.
And w thout any attractions like this highway,
why shoul d they cone?

Ri ght now, nobst coastal seaports
are focussed on southeast Asian markets. But

wait five to seven years from now when the
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i mpl enentation of reforns takes into effect.
Russia will be the next big market. And we
nust be at the forefront. What that indicates
isit's critical that we definitely do dredge
the Colunbia River so we will be competitive
from New Zeal and all the way to our longtine
adversaries, Russia, and -- to nove products in
and out. To do what CGovernor Gary Locke was
promoting, as far as fromthe heartland of
Washi ngt on and Oregon's Made in Oregon products.
Get that out to the market. Distribute it to
the rest of the world; Europe, Asia, and
obviously Africa. W need to be conpetitive.
We need to go ahead and increase our
productivity as far as jobs, as far as quality
of liveability, and inprove our regiona
econormy. Because right now, O egon and Washi ngton
are not doing very well.

And | personally feel that the
best thing for this region, in addition to the
dredging, is a third bridge of the Colunbia
Ri ver basically connecting SR-500, SR-14,
tunnel ing through Forest Park, connecting to
H ghway 26 using the Burlington right of way.

|'ve already been soliciting the Bush
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adm nistration on this proposal as well as the
Republ i can and some Denocratic candi dates to nove
our econony -- nove region forward. And let's
get the ball rolling. Thank you very nuch.

M5. BROCKS: |s there anyone in
the roomthat hasn't had a chance to speak that
didn't get an opportunity to sign up? Please
state your name when you're up front. Thanks.

M5. BRANER: Good afternoon. |
guess | amthe | ast one before dinner, so |'ll
try and be short. M nane's Loui se Braner
(phonetic). I'mthe Government Relations Director
and Counsel to the Pacific Northwest Waterways
Associ ati on

We advocate for Federal policy
in support of regional econom ¢ devel opnent, and
we represent nmultiple industries in both public
and private sectors in Washington, O egon
| daho, and Montana. Qur nenbership of
approxi nately 110 organi zati ons incl udes
i ndi viduals fromacross this region and i ncl udes
port authorities, tow and tug operators,
steanshi p operators, pilots, state econonic
devel opnent agenci es, |ocal governnents,

agriculture and forest products producers, energy
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i nterests, and consulting engi neers and
environnental consultants. W work with Congress,
Federal agencies and regi onal |eaders on
transportation, trade, energy, and environnenta
policies. | appreciate the opportunity to offer
coments on the DEIS. 1'lIl make sone brief
comments on the environnental issues. But the
bul k of my comments are addressed to the
econom ¢ benefits of the project.

We support the project and urge
that you continue taking all necessary steps
towards inplementation. W urge you to continue
the col | aborative, cooperative, nulti-agency
approach that you have used thus far, and we
urge you to continue seeking the public's input
as you have throughout this process.

We believe the project is
proceeding in an environnental ly sensitive manner
and further believe that many of the ecosystem
restoration projects proposed in the docunent
wi Il inprove sal nobn habitat restoration. The
Upper River Sal non Biol ogical Opinion states that
the | ower Colunbia River ecosystem needs to be
improved in order to inprove survival rates for

t he sal non as they nove downstream The project
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as proposed in the docunment will help acconplish
those goals. In fact, initial corporation's
bei ng sought -- construction corporation is being

sought for ecosystemrestoration; not for
dr edgi ng.

This project is perhaps the nost
i mportant econom c devel opnent project for the
| ong-term prosperity of our region. The Col unbia
Ri ver and Snake River Ports support this project
for the obvious reasons: The deepening will
foster increased and nore efficient cost-effective
noverment of cargo. But at -- | probably don't
even need to address this after M. Schlueter
But my next subject was the agricultura
producers are supporting it in eastern -- eastern
O egon, Washi ngton and | daho.

Some of the issues that relate
to the agricultural producers -- if they don't
have -- if they don't have a conpetitive
Col unbi a Ri ver option for transporting their
cargo, then those -- That cargo is going to go
onto the trucks. The trucks are going to
congest the hi ghways; wear them down. There
isn't noney now to repair those roads. |It's

al so going to congest the railroads. And they
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are al ready congest ed.

This, of course, is going to
i mpact, you know -- the traffic delays will be
i mpacting the freight folks as well as passenger
traffic. And an uninproved Col unbi a Ri ver/ Snake
Ri ver system al so neans that if they don't have
the Colunmbia River to go to, the M ssissipp
Ri ver prices are going to go up because there's
not a conpetitive bal ance between the two
syst ens.

W' ve got cargo that cones into,
for exanple, Puget Sound, heading for Chicago.
If the ports in Puget Sound are congested with
grain that's going out, then they're not going
to be able to get container traffic noving east.
And that neans prices for everyone is going to
go up. But it also neans Washi ngton state,
which is the nost trade-dependent state in the
nation, will lose jobs and will |ose market
share -- further nmarket share to the southern
big ports in California.

If our transportation systemis
not mai ntained and i nproved, commerce will be
lost. And we as a society will not neet the

future needs of our <citizens; over 40,000
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fam |y wage jobs and anot her 59, 000 nort hwest

j obs depend directly or indirectly on the
Colunmbia River's maritine commerce. Mre than a
t housand businesses rely on this river to send
their products to the gl obal narket.

Clearly, PNWA believes that this
project is highly beneficial to the region and
the nation. |In fact, we believe that the Corps
new econom ¢ analysis is overly conservative and
greatly underestinates the benefits to the region
and nation. W respectfully request that the
techni cal review group carefully | ook at the
benefits side of the econonic question. |
appreci ate the opportunity to speak with you.
And -- Quess you're not asking questions. So
won't ask you that.

M5. BROOKS: | believe that's our
| ast speaker. You guys want to wap up?

COL. HOBERNI CHT: Again, | want
to thank you for comng. | know you all have
busy schedules. 1'Il be -- |I'mnot going
anywhere until 9:00. So if | have a chance to
talk to you, I'd sure like to neet you.

( MEETI NG ADJOURNED AT 5: 07 P. M)
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-- REVI SED - -

COLUMBI A RI VER CHANNEL | MPROVEMENT PRQIECT

PUBLI C HEARI NG

Wednesday, July 31, 2002

( EVENI NG SESSI ON)

BE | T REMEVMBERED THAT, pursuant to the Washi ngton
Rules of Civil Procedure, the Colunbia River Channel
| mprovenrent Project Public Hearing (Evening Session) was
t aken before Tamara Ross, Certified Shorthand Reporter in
the State of Washington and Licensed Notary in the State
of Washi ngt on, on Wednesday, July 31, 2002, conmmencing at
7:08 p.m at the Water Resource Education Center: 4600

S. E. Col unmbi a Way, Vancouver, WAshington.
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VANCOUVER, WASHI NGTON
VEDNESDAY, JULY 31, 2002

7:08 P. M

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: One question
You indicated earlier that only public |ands were
going to be used for restoration projects. Wre
there no private individuals willing to get
i nvol ved?

M5. HI CKS: Qur folks -- probably
outside could help to answer that, sir. Because
this part is going to be for testinmony. But we
have representatives that can hel p answer your
guesti on.

MS. BROOKS: Good evening. | was
just asked to go over a few ground rules for the
evening for testinony. Excuse ne. And these are
ground rules that are going to be used in each of
these public hearings. [I'Il just kind of walk
t hrough these with you fol ks.

G ven the public interest in this
i ssue, the Corps would like all of us just to
followa few things: First of all, speakers will
be recogni zed in the order as you signed up. So

"Il be given a sheet, and I'll read off your nane.
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If you can cone forward to the m crophone, state
your name, go ahead and give your conments. And

I will have some cards. Everybody gets five mnutes
to -- to give your coments; have your say.

When you get to the four-mnute
point, just so you can pace yourself, I'Il hold up
a card that says "one mnute." That nmeans you have
one mnute left in five mnutes. And when you

start to wap it up, if you start to go over that

five-minute period of time, I'Il hold this up. You
probably won't be able to read it because you'll be
busy, but you'll know it neans you need to wap it
up.

We ask that everyone is respectfu
of one another. There nmay be some coments that
sone of you agree with or disagree with. Please
| et that person speak; have their say. The Corps
is interested in hearing everybody's point of view
If you want to clap afterwards, could you pl ease
wait until the comments are done and keep it to a
m ni mum so we can keep noving those through and be
sure and get everyone up to the m crophone --
opportunity that wants to speak

Let's see. \Wat else do | need

to talk to you about? This neeting is not a vote
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or any sort of a consensus or either -- or even a
di al ogue. This is your opportunity to tell the

Cor ps of Engineers what's on your mnd, what your
opi nion is, what your concerns are, etcetera. So
when you address them it's probably not going to

be a question and answer forum That's what the

out -- for outside afterwards; your questions
answered. Response to direct -- | already went
over that.

To make sure we end on tine,
speakers will be limted, as | mentioned, to five
mnutes. Your time is your own. And in the
interests of hearing fromas many of you as
possi bl e, we woul d ask that you speak on your own
behal f. And if you're representing an association
you're welcome to do that as well. That doesn't
nean two separate terns. That neans one. And
you' re speaking on behal f of yourself or the
associ ation for the evening.

There are three public hearings.
You get three turns to come up and share your
conments. And al so, please know that the conments
you give tonight orally or any other night isn't
your limtation. You can also subnmit witten

comment s.
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I think I've covered pretty much
everything. W intend to end this hearing -- this
part of the hearing -- W had one earlier today as
part of the sane hearing. W took a break. W're
back; hoping to end this one at 8 o' clock. And
I'm not sure we'll even go that late, given the
peopl e here. Does anyone have any questions?

MR, RABE: Ei ght or 9:00.

M5. BROOKS: When was the schedul ed

time?

COL. HOBERNICHT: We'Il go to 9
o' cl ock.

MS. BROOKS: Did | say 8:007?
Okay. Thank you. Please renmenber to state your
nane when you begin your testinmony as well. M ke
Jones -- M chael Jones.

MR, JONES: A podi um woul d be nice.
I think we've all got papers and stuff here.
Anyway, we'll do the best we can. | cane early.
| had a chance to see the stuff out here. Boy,
this is really neat. | wonder just once if the
Port of Portland had done sonething like this
around -- on the Oregon side. It'd nmake such a
difference. Then |I got to thinking, well, how

| ucky these people are, whichever side you live on
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the upstream of the Port of Portl and.

Now, when | heard that you were

reconsi dering channel deepening, | thought that's a
really nice idea. | think that's great; especially
great for ne. Because in 2000, | filed a |awsuit.

In fact, Laura's one of the Defendants. And we've
been through a big hunk of it. Al the responsive
enotions are gone. And so everything in ny
Conplaint that refers to NEPA is still there.

And to give you a little help
with this, even the EPAis still in. So the
CGovernment hasn't been doing well in this lawsuit.
So | figured well, maybe when you decided to
reconsi der channel deepening, you' d | ook at sone of
the things |I thought ought to be | ooked at. Wll,
| poured through the docunents, and not a dam
thing has been | ooked at. But | have to tell you
sonething: The court will give ne nore than five
mnutes to tal k about this. They'll give ne years.
They al ready have given ne two, and probably give
me anot her five or six.

So wouldn't it be a -- What an
idea to do the process the way the process is
supposed to be done, instead of in court. | nean

why not do it now? Wiy not conme to nme and say,
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"Let's get together. Let's figure out what's going
on"?
Now, let me tell you | understand

sonet hing about NEPA. And -- and NEPA is a

process. |It's a process of reason. A process that
makes governments do reason -- consideration. And
you -- if you do those things, |I have no
alternative. |If you do the -- If you do the

mandat ed process, it's over. There's nothing | can
do about it. I'mnot -- | won't be in court or
anything. So why not do the process right? |
nean, what a concept.

But I'Il give you an exanple.
There's an Executive Order for the flood plain. No
Cor ps' docunent (phonetic) -- ever -- in Oegon has
-- has looked at this flood -- has | ooked at the
fl ood plain Executive Order even though every single
action requires it. So last tine you had a neeting
like this, | stood up and said, "You haven't | ooked

at the flood plain." You still haven't |ooked at
the flood plain.

Now, |'ve got so little faith in
the Corps, no natter how bad it is -- and it wll

be bad -- You won't care. You'll go ahead and do

channel deepening. So use your brains here. Just
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do the flood plain Executive Order like it's
supposed to be done. Go ahead and do channe
deepening, and I'll be out of court, see. But
don't do it again, like it is now, where you

haven't done anything with that Executive Order

In fact, | have a proposal. One of the sites
that's a major part of this plan -- channe
deepening plan -- is an illegal dunp site. It was
never -- It was never cited. It -- It's filled

illegally by the Port of Portland. The Port of
Portland adnmits they filled it illegally. And
that's where we are at court, is that we don't have
to decide whether it's illegal or not. W just
need to decide how nuch of it was illegal and
what you're going to do about it. If I win,
you're going to renove it. That's going to make
it difficult to keep calling it a dunp site.

And -- and to help you out, the
Port's now hal fway through renmoving 37 acres of
what | won last tine. And they're up to about
five mllion dollars. See, 1'll have to go to al
three, and then even nore.

But -- Well, | guess |I'm not
going to get to say all the things | wanted to

say. |If you want, | can give you your Federa
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Attorney's nane and nunber. And he can hel p you
out with the Conplaint and what it's about and
stuff. And then we can save The Court's tine.

MS. BROOKS: Jay \Wal dron

MR, WALDRON. |'m Jay Wl dron
I'mthe President of the Port of Portland
Conmi ssion. | practice environnmental |aw for
Schwabe, WIllianson & Watt. And |'ve practiced
environnental law in this region since 1974.
actually took the first environmental |aw course
ever offered at the University of Virginia.

| want to -- First of all,
can't speak on behal f of the Corps. But | accept
M. Jones' offer, and I'd be a happy to have
unch with you. And I'll call you next week.

Thank you for giving us the
opportunity at the Port to comment on the draft
Suppl emental Feasibility Study and EIS for the
Col unbi a River Channel Deepening project. This is
obviously vitally inmportant to both the economic --
and the Port and |I strongly believe the
environnental health of this region. As President
of the Port of Portland Conmi ssion, | have been
closely involved in nonitoring this project's

process and its regulatory review for several years.
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And prior to that, as a citizen interested in
environnental issues, |'ve been following this for
nore than a decade.

Wth the conpletion of the
bi ol ogi cal opinion by the National Mrine Fisheries
Service and U.S. Fish & Wldlife Service and the
conpl etion of the draft supplenental reports, |I'm
nore convi nced than ever, having read them that
this project can and should nmove forward in an
econoni cally and environmental |y sound and
responsi bl e manner.

| believe it is the responsibility
of the Port of Portland and our sister ports on the
Col unbia River to ensure that our region's people
and busi nesses can succeed in the internationa
market. W need this project -- | don't think
that's been controverted -- to successfully do our
job. This project benefits the econonic health and
vitality of our entire region

The Col unbi a River system as nany
of us know, exports nore wheat than any other port
area in the United States. And this is especially
i mportant now, as our food resources have becone
strategic resources in Asia. This area is the

second | argest grain exporting center in the world.
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The Port of Portland has the ninth | argest total
tonnage and the fifteenth | argest contai ner
operation in the United States. Every day, 40,000
people in our region go to work because of maritine
trade. And nore inportantly than that, every day,
wel | over 100,000 children depend on nmaritine trade
for their economc health, for their health care,
for their ability to get an education. |If there's
one thing where the environnent and the econony
marry in this project, it's the affect on this

regi on's econony and on the health of our children

The jobs and the busi ness success

that are directly tied to having cost-effective
maritime access are the essence of this region
Oregon, for exanple, is the -- the -- anong the
United States -- anpbng the 50 states -- the sixth
| argest in gross product dependent on trade. |
bel i eve Washington is second or third. This region
was built, exists, prospers, and takes care of its
children based on trade. \Whether you're in Burns
or in Lewiston -- One of the largest inporters that
we have is in Bend, Oregon, which inports |ogs from
New Zeal and, processes them and sends themto
Japan. W are a trade area.

The future effectiveness of the
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Col unbi a navigation channel is directly dependent on
deepening it to 43 feet to accommpdate the
post - Panamax worl d. The suppl enental report that
you' ve prepared is a key part of the project's
ext ensi ve environnental review, which is inportant
to both mitigating unavoi dabl e environnental inpacts
and to ensure that the project |eaves the river
better off than it was before the project starts.
Achi evi ng net environnental gains
is a high standard for a project like this. But
we believe at the Port that it's the right standard
to apply. The estuary and the ecosystem of the
Colunbia River is also inmportant to our children
And it can be protected and enhanced at the sane
time that this channel deepening project advances.
An i ndependent scientific panel
convened | ast year to revi ew Endangered Species Act
guestions -- The panel concl uded the deepeni ng
project will have no neasurable affect on listed
sal mon. The bi ol ogi cal opinion from NVFS and t he
US Fish &WIldlife service has nmade sinilar
findings. As this supplenental report denonstrates,
the benefit to cost ratio for this project remains
strong.

Even nmore inportantly, northwest
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busi nesses and nort hwest farns stand to gain ngjor
regi onal economi c benefits fromthis project that
unfortunately, the way the Federal |aw works, cannot
be included in the Corps' analysis. It's not

somet hing you consider. But there's not a farner
inthis state that isn't dependent on this project.

MS. BROOKS: |'m sorry, Jay.

You' re about out of tine.

MR, WALDRON: Ckay. Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: Un- huh.

MR WALDRON: W think that this
project has exciting potential. W think it's
going to be the lifeblood of the region's ports,
the region's trade, and nost inportantly, the
region's children. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: David Mdryc. Is that
how you pronounce it?

MR MORYC. Mboryc.

M5. BROCKS: Moryc.

MR MORYC. My nane is David Mryc.

I'm here representing American Rivers, a nationa
river conservation organization. And just because
have serious concerns about this project, | want
everyone here to know al so that | support our

region's children as well.
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As we all know, | think a |ot of
us here are famliar faces. And we're here to
di scuss the Portland District Corps of Engineers
project. They're authorized to conplete a project
deepeni ng the Col unbia Ri ver navigation channel from
40 to 43 feet.

In today's testinony, 1'd like to
just focus on the need for a truly independent
review of this project, both econonically and
environnentally. It's something that fol ks that |
talked to think well, it's -- W're too far al ong
in the process. It's too tine-consuning. The fact
of the natter is that many of us have been working
on this project for years and have been calling for
i ndependent review of both the econom cs and the
environnental inpacts for years.

And then I'Il just go on to give
a few quick exanples of why this extra step is
necessary. Since the original congressiona
aut hori zation in 1989, there have been numerous
econom ¢ and environnental concerns raised in
relation to this navigation project. While the
Corps has made attenpt to investigate validity and
accuracy of this economc and environnmental analysis

by trying to get input fromthe public, like we're
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doi ng here tonight, conducting internally directed
revi ew processes like the one that you did earlier
in the SEI process. And then next week, you'll be
doi ng the economcs. | think these attenpts have
continued to be insufficient. Unfortunately, there
still remains significant econonic and environnental
concerns with the project.

Nat i onwi de, as nmany of you know,
the Federal U.S. Corps' analysis and public faith
in the reputation of its analytical capabilities has
been narred over the last year and-a-half or so hy
revel ations of faulty economic environmental analyses
in project after project. Exanples include the
Del awar e deepeni ng project, the M ssissipp
navi gati onal study, and others. According to the
Nat i onal Acadeny of Sciences report rel eased just
| ast week, that assessed the Corps of Engineers
net hods, anal ysis and peer review. The Corps
anal ysis of its own proposed projects is inadequate.
I ndependent -- And they also said that independent
review of the projects -- other projects is
necessary to be sure that the projects are based on
val id econonmi c environnental analysis.

The upconing -- Excuse me. As

wel | intended as they nmay be, the nethods used by
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the Portland Districts in the case of the channe
deepeni ng project have run counter to the
recomendati ons of the Science Acadeny. This
i ncl udes sel ecting and enpl oyi ng nenbers of their
review teans in both the SEI and next week's
economic review teans. For this reason -- for this
reason, | urge the Corps to call for an independent
environnental analysis of the project. Such an
anal ysis at -- should include at the m ni mum an
i ndependent eval uation of the Corps' cost benefit
anal ysis, the external cost to the econom es of the
gl obal community dependent on the | ower Col unbia
Ri ver, and the inpact of the project on threatened
endanger ed speci es.

First, the independent analysis
shoul d i nvestigate the entire range of economc
i ssues associated with the project. Many of the
Cor ps' projections, such as their estimtes of key
export commodities, appear to artificially inflate
the benefits of the overall project. Wth |eading
agricultural econom sts calling some of their
forecasts, quote, "likely to be m staken", and with
close to one hundred and sixty mllion dollars in
t axpayer noney at stake, these differences of

econom ¢ opi ni on nust be addressed in the form of
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an i ndependent review.

Second, the Corps has not

addressed many of the external costs to |oca

conmunities. And one exanple under the preferred

alter

native, the nmuch-discussed project to dunp

close to seven mllion cubic yards of dredge spoils

in ei

ther the Iower river just east of Astoria or

in the deep water site would it destroy either

| oner

water -- lower river fishery or bury prine

crabbing habitat. The affect on the econony of

these communities could be substantial. | think a
-- a quantitative analysis of these -- of these
adverse inpacts nust be conducted to fully

under

stand the economic costs truly associated with

t he project.

Third, the Corps' analysis

negl ects to answer key questions about the affects

of this project on threatened and endangered sal non.

The

Corps' analysis relied on inconplete nodels to

changes in the ecosystem of the Colunbia River

estuary, a critical area for sal nonids.

the r

For exanple, the salinity node

eport on which the Corps relied is inconplete.

Salinity is the mxing of fresh water and salt

wat er

in varying concentrations in the nouth of the
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Colunbia River that kill salnon in nany ways. So
accurately nmodeling changes in salinity to do the
channel deepening is critical to understanding the
affects of the project on these sal nonids.

In this case, the scientists who
devel oped the key salinity nodel and test the
affects of the projects on threatened and endangered
sal non warn that the results, quote, "My be used
to gui de managenment decisions. But only if the
nodel of uncertainty is further reduced." That
guote was taken from an appendices in the Corps own
bi ol ogi cal assessment. He enphasized the word
"only" in his text.

Furthernore, the Corps' analysis
focuses specifically on short-terminpacts even
t hough several scientists have noted that there nay
be significantly long-terminpacts to salnon. W
need to |l ook at nore than just a snapshot in tine.
We've been dredging this river for over 100 years.
There's really just sinply too nuch at stake --
Federal and taxpayers' dollars, critical habitat for
endangered species -- not to proceed with an
i ndependent review. Thank you.

M5. BROOKS: Greg de Bruler.

MR de BRULER Good evening. M
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nane's Greg de Bruler, and |I'ma resident of

Washi ngton State. 1've been here nore than onc

Toni ght, 1've heard sone peopl e

speak about the ecosystem And what | find kind of

appalling is what they're tal king about is not
ecosystem They're tal king about naybe a fi sh,
they aren't | ooking at the whole ecosystem Th
ecosystem of the Col unbia R ver goes well beyon
sal non; goes well beyond sal mon; | anprey -- eve

ot her species that's out there.

If you think about what's going on

in the Colunbia River in the last 100 years, it
severely degraded. |If you |ook at the study th
was just done by the Col unbia R ver Tribal Fish
Conmi ssion with EPA, and you're a Native Americ
fishing in the Colunbia River, your risk of dyi
of a fatal cancer fromeating sturgeon out of t
Colunbia River is about 1 in a 100. |If you're
Native American eating fish out of the Col unbi
Ri ver, your risk of dying of a fatal cancer can
as high as 2 in 1,000 if you're eating salnmon o

of the Colunbia River. But that's eating fish

And we're tal ki ng about dredging a

river 106 miles long. And the Corps has said,

took 23 grab sanples." | mean, ny business --
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job -- I"'man environmental consultant. | live and
breath | ooki ng at ecosystens. |'ve handled a |ot,
so |"'mused to the Departnent of Energy and |'m
used to the way that they worked with their nodels.
And Hanford has devel oped sonme of the nost

intricate and sophisticated nodels in the world for
dealing with their ground water and contani nation
(phonetic). But yet, their nodels are very, very
insufficient to nodel what's really happening in the
wor | d.

You took 23 grab sanples fromthe
upper Colunbia River. You come back and say in
your literature for the public, "It's clean sand."
This is the farthest thing fromthe truth. This
isn't clean sand. Are you prepared to cl ose down
the clamshell -- the clam business -- or crabs --
shut it down when you're dredging for the next two
years because the crabs are going to be taking the
contam nation that you're releasing along the
Colunbia River? Are you prepared to |look at the
i npacts that have occurred to the people that have
lived off the Colunbia River fromwhere you're
dredging to the nouth? Look at the cancer rates of
t hose people? Are you prepared to | ook at what

they're going to be inflicting by what they're
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eating out of the river? Are you prepared to | ook
at what the | anprey are up-taking? No.

So you know, we're saying we're
usi ng good science, but we aren't. This gentlenan
from Anerican River stands up here and tal ks about
i ndependent science. | agree with him W -- W
need i ndependence in this thing. Wen the Nationa
Acadeny of Science cones out and says, "Oh, the
Corps -- W didn't give you a very good rating for
the way you do your analysis", | have to agree.

The Corps dredged Port of
Kennewi ck and Port of Pasco a few years ago. And
| called the Corps up and asked them what did they
sample for it? And they said, "Ch, the norma
contam nants of heavy netals." | said, "Ch. You
didn't check for pesticides or radio isotopes from
Hanford?" "Oh. No, we didn't." You're kidding ne.
So finally, we got the State of Washington to cone
out; shot rock on the islands on the Snake River.
And they found radiation. So they had to post
(phonetic) the island.

So | amsitting here saying
hear 18 mllion dollars a year econom c benefit. |
hear we're here for the children. W're going to

have a 100, 000 people that benefit on this. But
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yet, | have

a good friend of mne who's a pil ot

who' s been working on the Col unbia River for the

| ast 25 year
this thing?"

It's not goi

s. | said, "Wat do you think about
He says, "Ch, take it or leave it.

ng to make that big a difference. W

aren't going to get that nany nore ships in here.

You | ook at

says, "M ght

what the world trade is doing", he
nmake a difference; nmight not."

So |I've heard and |'ve listened to

t he people of the various comunities up and down

the river, and |'ve actually heard a very harsh

critic of the process has said, "You know, if they

woul d just work with us, we could put together a

pl an that nakes sense. And you m ght even be able

to get to dr

edge if you work with the people. And

you'd mtigate all the problens that are down

there." You know, we think of the Port of

Portland. W think of shipping; great. But what

about the small communities? Wat about the snal

fishernen?

What about the small factories? Wat

about the ecosystenf?

that |ives

And the ecosystemis everything

n the Colunbia River. So when you say

you're protecting the ecosystem you aren't. You're

trashing it.

You're trashing the food chain for a
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whol e bunch of species that you don't even think
about because they, quote, "aren't endangered or
aren't listed or protected.”

And so | think it's the year
2002, and | think we need to learn from our
science. W need to go back and really do a good
job. Let's do it right. Let's get the independent
analysis that we need. But let's don't do it
hal f - baked. Let's get the people in the roomthat
have the concerns. Let's go step by step process
and alleviate these pains and suffering that's going
on and address these shortconings. And please
don't conme back and say, "Oh, our biologica
opi nion says we aren't going to trash the
ecosystent, because you are. |It's not about
salnon. It's about the Colunbia Rver. |
appreciate this opportunity. Thank you.

M5. BROCOKS: Chris Hat zi

MR, HATZI: CGood evening. M nane
is Chris Hatzi. |'m President of Colunbia River
Port Rejuvenation, an organization of regiona
busi ness, business associations, and citizens that
are conmitted to inproving the international narket
access for the region. Thank you for providing nme

an opportunity to publicly -- on -- for public
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conment on the draft supplenental feasibility report
in the area of the Colunbia River channel deepening
project, which is vitally inmportant to the economc
and vital health of our region.

Wth the conpletion of the
bi ol ogi cal opinion and the conpletion of the draft
suppl enental report, it is clear that this product
can and nust nove forward in an economcally and
environnental |y responsi bl e nmanner

Channel deepening is vitally
i mportant to our econony. Effective and efficient
maritime transportation is vital to sustaining and
strengt heni ng our region's trade-based econony;
especially during these difficult economc tinmes.
Deepeni ng the Col unbia River navi gational channel is
critical to nmaintaining maritine comerce into
sust ai ni ng busi nesses, farns, and jobs in our
region.

This project will ensure the

Col umbi a Ri ver can acconmodate the | arger

fuel -efficient vessels that increasingly donm nate the

world fleet. This broad-based -- This project has
br oad- based support from busi nesses, |abor unions,
farmers, ports and comunities throughout the

northwest fromthe Tri-Cities to Lewiston to Kl amath
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Over 40,000 local famly wage jobs
are dependent on -- and anot her 59, 000 nort hwest
jobs are influenced by Colunbia R ver maritine.

Due largely to delays in channel deepening,

| ongshore job | osses on the Colunbia River in the
last five years have taken 16 million dollars
annual |y out of the econony. Wth the northwest

| eadi ng the nation in unenpl oyment, we cannot afford
to |l ose anynore jobs. Vitality of these jobs and
busi nesses require access to cost-effective maritine
transportation. The future effectiveness of Col unbia
Ri ver navigation is directly dependent on deepeni ng
the channel from40 to 43 feet to maintain the
vitality of this transportation route and our

regi on's trade-based econony.

As the suppl enental report
explains, the benefit to cost ratio for this
project remains strong. Even nore inportantly,
nort hwest busi nesses and farners obtain major
regi onal econom c benefits fromthis project that
cannot be included in the Corps' analysis. The
econom ¢ benefits are largely diverse, rural and
urban, east and west, Oregon, Washington, and

| daho; across our entire region. Wthout sufficient
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mar ket access, rates fromthe Col unbia River have
i ncreased naki ng some northwest comodities
unconpetitive in nmost international nmarkets. Col unbia
River maritime comerce provides 208 million dollars
in state and | ocal taxes that benefit conmunities
t hr oughout our region.

I will leave the environnental
debate to the experts. However, | would urge you
to consider the environmental inpacts of not
dredgi ng: The ships can be the nost
environnental ly friendly nethod of noving goods
bet ween two points. By having sufficient ocean
carrier service in the Colunbia River, there wll
be I ess need to truck cargo between the Col unbi a
Ri ver ports and California and Puget Sound. Fewer
trucks mean |l ess road wear and | ower truck
eni ssi ons.

The Col unbi a River channel project
wi |l benefit both our economy and our environment.
| urge you to finalize the supplenental report and
grant the pending regulatory permts and approval s
to nove this inportant project to conpletion

MS. BROOKS: Larry Snyder

MR. SNYDER My name is Larry

Snyder. |I'm-- SNY-DE-R |'mPresident of the
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Vancouver WIldlife League. W're a group of
hunters, fishernen, and conservationists over 200
strong. W've been in existence since 1929. And ny
menbership | ooks at this project as very

di squi eting. Many of them have been recreating,
hunting and fishing on the Colunbia River for nore
than 60 years. And they knew what it was, and

they are concerned about what it's going to be --
or going to becone.

They look at it in several
di fferent ways: Nunber one, the biggest exanple of
government pork (phonetic) that they can renenber
Nunber two, they look at this as another exanple of
what occurred at Rice Island. They |ook at the
decline in their fishing and hunting opportunities,
and they think it will continue to be that way, and
this project won't help it a bit. They |ook at
this as the old Chinese proverb: Death by a
t housand cuts. The Colunbia River, that is.

Qur main concern is what you're
going to do with the dredge spoils. W' ve seen
exanpl es of that in the past, where sloughs have
been totally covered, and areas that were wetl ands
are now 10 feet high with sand and various other

dr edge spoils.
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Qur prinary concern is the
Vancouver |low |ake -- |lake |ow ands. And of
course, we have to take that up with the Port of
Vancouver, which is one of the sponsors of this
project. 'Cause they're going to fill 500 acres
south of the Flushing Channel for heavy industry.
And then they want to take the area north of the
Fl ushi ng Channel and put light industry and fill
that too. So this project, if it is successful in
getting off the ground, will result in a
degradati on of the Vancouver Lake Low and.

The Vancouver W/ dlife League has
spent years attenpting to inprove the habitat for
mgratory waterfow and upland gane. And this wll
be the end-all of that particular project that
we' ve put so nmuch time and energy into. That area
north of the Flushing Channel should not get one
pound of sand. Thank you very much.

M5. BROOKS: Cyndy de Brul er.

M5. de BRULER  Good eveni ng.
Cyndy de Bruler. |1'mrepresenting Colunbia
Ri ver Keeper, a nonprofit environnental group that
works to restore and protect the water quality of
the Columbia River. And I come tonight with sone

concerns that | would like to express.
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First of all, I'mvery
di sappointed in the public process around this
neeting. W found out about this less than two
weeks ago. And that's not sufficient tinme for the
public process to adequately involve citizens. That
doesn't give us tine to send out a newsletter to
i nformour 700 paid nenbers in the Portland area or
700 menbers in the Hood River area or nenbers in
the Astoria area of their opportunity to comrent.
And | think that you see directly the results of
that in an enpty room here tonight, other than many
agency people. So much nore outreach and public
i nvol venent needs to be around this process if
you're going to get it to nove forward.

Secondly, we're not convinced by
this proposal, as witten, that it would be
economni cally or environnentally sound or beneficia
to the Colunmbia River. The restoration efforts
that you nentioned in detail need to be nore deeply
anal yzed. They fail to consider local inpacts to
fishernen and the environnent; especially in the
nouth of the river. You've heard this before, so
don't think there's any reason to go into detail

The restorati on conmponents nust be

gui ded by the lower river citizens and organi zati ons
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| i ke CREST and the | ocal watershed organi zations --
and they have just not been consulted in this
process -- to assure real restoration instead of
just using the term"restoration" for what is
real ly sedi nent dunps.

Envi ronnental concerns of our
organi zation include inpacts to sal non that have not
adequat el y been addressed and inpacts to other fish

and wildlife in the ecosystem which have been

totally ignored. |In particular, concerns about
i nadequat e wi ndows for salnon mgration. 1In the
docunment -- the biological opinion -- Nationa

Mari ne Fisheries has stated that the project would,
guote, "adversely inmpact essential fish habitat",
end of quote, for salnmon. So to nove forward and
just ignore those type of conclusions is unw se.

The proposed ocean dunping of 14
square mles is bound to have an adverse affect on
Dungeness crab. W synpathize with the crab
fishernen, but we also feel for the crab. And
don't want this to be a process where we're
deci di ng between sal non and crab. And that's kind
of what it's cone down to.

Anot her environmental concern is

the contani nation issue. Twenty-three grab sanples
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do not adequately address 106 river mles. 1In the
bi -state water quality study, every sediment sanple
t aken showed essences (phonetic) of dioxin. It's
there in the river. W knowit. And just saying
that this entire dredged channel is coarse sand
does not avoid the issue. |If this project noves
forward, there nmust be diligent ongoing testing of
the dredge materials. And it nust be to detection
levels for things |ike dioxin that are neani ngful
And there has to be an action plan in place if
contam nants are found to protect fish and wildlife
and human heal t h.

Finally, | agree entirely with
American Rivers' proposal for an independent review
| think that this is the only way that this project
can nove forward. The review -- The process that
has happened today is not independent, and the
st akehol ders do not see it as such. There's a
reason for that. Citizens nust be nore involved in
the process as it noves forward. Thank you very
much for being here tonight and the opportunity to

comment .

MS. BROOKS: Was there anyone el se

in the roomwho didn't have the opportunity to sign

up to speak that would like to now? Could you
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cone forward and -- and give your nane?

MR, VELLS: My nane's Charles
Wlls. MW famly has property on the river. But
the other thing | wanted to address -- | live in
Portl and also, so | have an interest in that
aspect. But | have found that virtually the ports
are all public sponsored. And it's |like each of
these port areas is trying to build their area
greater. And it's all done with taxpayer dollars.
So it's like this port versus this port versus this
port, and it's taxpayers' dollars in each of them
on this conpetition.

My cost to bring a container from
Seattl e as opposed to bringing it in fromPortl and
is about $150 difference. It's not that great.
And | can actually negotiate that out with nmy -- ny
vender on the other end. So as far as -- | nean,
| don't see where there's this huge economc

i ncentive that everybody's tal king about that's

going to actually happen. But | -- but when I'm
there on the river, and I -- there's these
freighters coming by -- And especially now, when

you' re tal king about the nonths where the river's
shal l ower -- there's these huge surges. And

there's a -- like -- the cove; Qinn's Cove. Al
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of a sudden, it will go dry. Then this water will
cone in and turns into rapids. And what was calm
clear water will turn into silt. And you'll see
that the fish that were there are all of a sudden
breathing -- They're breathing nud. And you know
that has an affect on them You'll see snal
ones being thrown off to the side. And it happens
every tinme a large freighter conmes in.

And at night -- Because the Coast
Guard doesn't really enforce the speeds of these
freighters, you'll have surges -- Sone nights, it'll
just be amazing. The boats are slamm ng around.
The houseboats are noving around. People wal ki ng
down the dock -- "Wat's happening here?" | said,
"This is the freighters coming by." And it's going
to be worse with larger freighters. |It's going to
be worse.

| had friends that -- They were
coming in to shore over on Caterpillar Island. And
all of a sudden, their boat just slamred high on
t he beach. They had to get nany other people to get
their boat off the beach. There's a danger that
happens with the surges. And it has an inpact on
t here.

The other thing is now the Corps

Vancouver evening-33



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

34

wants to go into new things. They have destroyed
so many areas they punmped in. This -- this cove
at one tine -- | think this used to be Hay's
I sl and (phonetic). And you could take a boat
around Hay's Island. Like the joke in the
conmunity -- you realize this is Frenchman's Bar
The reality is there is no Frenchman's Bar. There
used to be a sand bar. And you'd cone in the back
side and go around Hay's Island. And that was a
sand bar. But the Corps filled it in. So now,
it's just a section of beach. So the next tine
you see Frenchman's Bar, renenber there's no bar
there anynore. |It's gone. The Corps destroyed it;
destroyed habitat; the otters in the fishernen's
sl ough. The beavers that are in the slough. Al
of the gane birds that are in the slough. They
cannot use that. They can't use the dirt. So
that's just |ost habitat.

As far as the river tenmperature --
Because it would be through an area that's
shal lower. That's no |onger protected. So it's a
| oss of habitat; damages by the huge surges that
are going to be larger yet. And the question is
who does it really benefit? It benefits

bureaucrats that want to have a |l arger King Doneg;
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maybe | arger than this port or

port. Thank you.
to nention one last thing -- Yes?
Sur e.

| arger than that

MS. BROOKS: Anyone else? 1'd like

John Fratt?

MR, FRATT: My nane is John Fratt.

I live at 5208 Deboyce (phonetic) here in

Vancouver,

wor k for

Washi ngton. Wl cone to Vancouver. |

the Port of Vancouver.

I was with the

group that started the reconnai ssance to the

reconnai ssance study. | followed this project

very closely.

| commend the Corps inits review

and the excellent work that was done in review ng

the policies and the devel opnment of the scientific

comm ttee.

I think you've gone out of your way to

prove that this is a project that can be done.

We're tal king about three feet on an already

exi sting 40-foot channel. It is

we're starting over again.

not as though

The restoration projects

that are envisioned in this plan are excellent and

will do exactly that: They will

Otentines, i

restore habitat.

n the port industry,

we go and say, "All right; mtigation. It's just a

cost.'

Now,

in the port industry,
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about restoration. And we understand that that's
our responsibility. | thank you very nuch for your
work, and | thank you for coming to Vancouver,
Washi ngton to take this hearing today. Thank you.
MR HUNT: My nane is Dave Hunt,
and | serve as Executive Director of the Col unbia
Ri ver Channel Coalition. 1It's a coalition of ports
and busi nesses and | abor unions and agri cul tural
i nterests, econom c devel opment transportation from
t hr oughout the region who disagree on a | ot of
things. But when it cones to this project, we very
much see the special value and the unique nature
of this project and the benefits it will have for

our region, both economcally and environnentally.

| really want to comrend the Corps

and the other agencies you've worked with for
several things: One, for doing this series of
public hearings and taking evenings and |long drives
during the next several weeks and nonths out of
your schedule. | think that's inportant so you can
hear what's on ny mnd (phonetic) -- of your
consti tuency.

For the -- For both the SE
process, which brought independent scientists to

| ook at the environnmental aspects, as well as for

Vancouver evening-36

36



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

37

the expert panel that's going to be | ooking at the
benefit cost analysis, you are really going above
and beyond any requirenents that you have. And
you're really setting the pace for the rest of the
nati on.

So despite sone other comments
t hat have been made, | really want to conmend you
all for going above and beyond, in terns of opening
your sel ves up, not know ng what the SEI panel will
do -- benefit/cost panel may say -- but being
willing to subject this project to that additional
revi ew.

| especially for your -- want to
commend you for your commitment to work diligently
at either dramatically reducing or potentially even
el imnating ocean disposal. As we have done our
wor k around the region, that's been a key concern
that's cone up. Both fromcrab fishernmen who are
concerned about habitat, but also fromthose who
want to keep beaches nourished on the O egon Coast.

And so that whole effort to keep
sand in the systens, not -- to not give it away to
deep wat er disposal, and to not subject it to
potential inpacts on the crab habitat. | know it

has been a difficult effort to get it there, and

Vancouver evening-37



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

38

want to comend you for that.

As | read the suppl enmenta
feasibility report and EI'S, several things becone
clear to ne: One, that there are huge regiona
econom ¢ benefits; not just in Portland, Vancouver,
Kal ama, Longview, or St. Hel ens, but throughout the
entire region. That -- Also, it's clear that there
are significant environnental -- both restoration --
both mtigation efforts that will actually deal with
uni nt ended i npacts -- unavoi dabl e inpacts -- but
al so the ecosystemrestoration efforts, which
think so many of us fail to recognize go above and
beyond the actual inpacts of this project. That's
very clear in the supplenental report.

It's also really clear the
benefits are rural and urban throughout the entire
region. That, | think, mnmakes the project unique.
It's clear the area to be dredged is small -- only

a small percentage of the river between Astoria and

Vancouver -- as |'ve seen the segnments, only about
t hree and-a-half percent of that -- of that river
surface, which is pretty significant. 1It's also

clear those areas are going to be the sane areas
where dredging is already occurring. W' re not

conparing the river when Lewis and Cark were here
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to what it would be in a deeper channel. W're
conparing the channel today to a deeper channel

A comment was nmade earlier that
the Colunbia River's degraded over the |last 100
years. |'d agree with that statenent. | think nost
of us probably would. The question for us now, |
think, is are we going to do sonething about that
by doing the kind of ecosystemrestoration neasures
that are included in this project and ot her
neasures that are part of other projects, or are we
going to not do that? Are we going to do it in a
way that really damages our economny or do it in a
way that enhances our environnent and economny at
the sane tine?

| think the coalition strongly
supports efforts to do both. To have the
envi ronnent -- the economic process we need as a
region, certainly, during these difficult econonic
peri ods, as well as the environnental progress
that's really called for based on history of the
river. | think it's clear -- |If you think about
projects of any sort in our region, | cannot think
of anot her single project that has such dramatic
positive econonic benefits on the region. And

again, it's not just here throughout our entire
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region that it has such major benefits, in terms of
job reconstitution and creation that makes such
significant progress in terns of -- and
environnental progress to deal with the channel in
the Colunbia River. It really brings our region

t oget her.

VWhet her you're | ooking at the
channel coalition or congressional delegation or
state legislators for Oregon and Washi ngton or al
of the groups throughout the entire regi on who have
cone together, tens of thousands of people cane
together and said, "This is critically needed.

Thi s nakes sense."

This one project is uniting our
region in a way that | think any other project that
-- that it has or will. And so | just want to
conmend you for your progress, to urge you to hang
in there despite the difficult challenges ahead, and
continue to nake the kind of progress that wll
bring us both econonic progress and environnental

progress.

MR BARTON: My name is Tom Barton

| live in Hazel Dell, Washington, which is just
north of Vancouver. One of the itens |'ve not

heard nmenti oned here regardi ng the environnental

Vancouver evening-40

40



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

41

protection is the issue of nobsquito control. As
you know, the Colunbia River has historically been
associated with nosquitos. And there are a | ot of
people that live here and a | ot of people that
lived here before the white nan cane. And | am
told -- and -- historically that nost of the native
popul ation that |ived on Sauvie Island died from
mal aria within a couple of years. |It's docunented
in the Hudson Bay Conpany's hospital -- the
patients with nmalaria who were trappers and | oca
people in the area.

So the Colunbia River nakes a
sharp turn at Portland and heads north. |t nakes
anot her sharp turn and heads west. \Were it turns,
it floods. And when it floods, it makes a habitat
that's ideal for nosquitos to breed. And | haven't
heard one nention of nobsquito control. And | see
this docunment here, an Environnental Protection Fact
Sheet. And it goes into birds and fish, but it
does not nmention nosquitos. And nosquitos are a
hazard to people and to ani mals.

Mal aria is one thing. But now,
we are al so having people's health to consider with
the West Nile Virus being predicted to be on the

west coast as simlar as it is on the east coast.
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And this is with the -- with the birds. Primarily
the crow was very -- and the species simlar to the
crow are very susceptible to West N le Virus.

So | would like to see sone
priority be given to the dredge spoils that would
pl ace sonme of these spoils in areas that are high
habi tat for nmobsquitos and not just disposed out
into the ocean.

And | think that these -- The
peopl e who |ive here, even though they are -- maybe
to some are not as inportant as fish -- | think
the people that live here have sone priority too.
And one of themis to be able to live and to enjoy
their livelihood w thout the nuisance of npbsquitos,
as well as the inpact on their health.

So if you could consider this in
your dredging -- | was surprised to find -- |
t hought the dredgi ng was going to include three
feet off the top through the whole length of this
corridor. And ny wunderstanding is that it's just
the top -- parts of three feet. The -- the points
that are going to be leveled off to make it
navi gable to larger ships. And of course, this wll
be econonmically beneficial. But | would like to see

consi deration be given for the spoils of the
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dredging to fill areas that are problem breeders
for nobsquitos that cause problenms for the people
who live here. And they also -- much to people
who | ove aninmals, they create a great deal of

problens for animals as well. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: |s there anyone el se?

I'"d like to mention one point that | left off when
| -- | did ny opening renmarks; that the response --
There will be responses to your testinony. And the
Corps will do that after all of the hearings are
conplete in their review process. So | wanted to
make mention of that.

So with that, I'Il turn it back

over to you.

COL. HOBERNI CHT: Again, thanks for

comng. | appreciate you all taking tine out of
your busy schedules to come and | et us know what
your thoughts are on this project. So with that,

this ends the evening. Thank you.

(Di scussion held off the record.)
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CCLUMBI A RI VER CHANNEL | MPROVEMENT PRQIECT

-- REVI SED - -

DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL | NTEGRATED FEASI BI LI TY REPORT

AND ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACT STATEMENT

Publ i c Hearing

Sept enber 5, 2002

Longvi ew, Washi ngt on
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LONGVI EW  WASHI NGTON
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 2002

6: 00 P. M

CCOLONEL HOBERNI CHT:  Thank you for
com ng today. My nane is Richard Hobernicht and I'mthe
new district engineer for the Portland District United
States Arny Corps of Engineers. Mst of you probably knew
nmy predecessor, Colonel Raynond Butler. | look forward to
getting out in the comunities and neeting each of you. If
you get a chance, please introduce yourself to ne tonight.

This public hearing and the next one
in Astoria will be run with the aid of a professiona
noderator. | wll have sone introductory remarks in a few
mnutes, but at this tine I'd like to transfer the neeting
over to Mss Jacqueline Abel to get it started.

Jacquel i ne.

MS. ABEL: Thank you.

H . As the Colonel said, ny nane is
Jacqueline Abel. |'ma professional facilitator and
nmedi ator and | was asked by the U S. Arny Corps of
Engi neers to be the noderator for tonight's neeting. [|I'm
not a staff menber of any governnment agency. | was asked
to noderate to assure that a fair and inpartial hearing of

i nfornmati on and concerns may occur tonight. | do not have
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any stake in the outcone of today's hearing and | believe
I"minpartial on the issues here tonight.

| know many of you have very inportant
points that you would like to have heard by your
government officials. They are here to present an
overvi ew of the status of the proposed Col unbia River
Channel | nprovenent Programand to listen to what you have
to say to them This is an inportant opportunity for al
of you that will require respect for the process and for
each other. | will need your help in order to let as many
of you as possi ble have the chance to say what you want
toni ght. But before | discuss ground rules, let me make
sure you're in the right place.

The purpose of today's neeting is to
provide the public an opportunity to hear briefly fromthe
U S. Arny Corps of Engineers about the status of a
proposed i nprovenent of the existing 40-foot Col unbia
Ri ver Federal navigation channel and a Draft Suppl enental
Integrated Feasibility Report and Environnental |npact
Statenment that they have prepared and issued last July and
to provide you, the public, with an opportunity to submt
both oral and witten conments.

We are holding this hearing because it
is inportant for the U S. Arny Corps of Engineers, for the

peopl e of the region to have spoken and to have been
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heard. The tinme you have taken to be here to nake your
comments is very inmportant and greatly appreciated. Thanks
to all of you for coming. To this end, we provided two
ways for you to nake your thoughts and feelings known. You
may give testinony in this roomor you nay submit witten
comments to the Corps. Witten comments can be subnmitted
until Septenmber 15th of this year.

Before we begin, I'd like to review
t he upcom ng agenda for the evening and go over a few
administrative details. W wll begin today by hearing a
bit nmore from Col onel Richard Hobernicht, District
Engi neer, Portland District, US. Arny Corps of Engineers.
He will give an introduction and introduce the rest of the
panel menbers sitting at the table tonight and then there
will be a brief presentation by Laura Hi cks. Wen the
presentations are over, we will nove into public
testimony. We've schedul ed the hearing to end at 9:00
tonight. Individuals will be given five mnutes to
testify. W may take a break during the evening to give
everyone a chance to stretch. All of the oral testinony
will be recorded by our court reporter for the public
record. |f you also have your coments in witten form
we woul d appreciate a copy of them Please note that
there's a drop off box in the open house area at the back

of room Soneone there can help you if you have witten
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conments with you. The Corps does want to hear what you
have to say in person or in witing.

Gven the interest in the issues that
wi Il be discussed today, |'mrequesting that we all follow
t hese grounds rules, and you may have seen them on the way
in tonight. Speakers will be recognized in the order in
whi ch they signed up to speak. Any elected public
officials who are present will be recognized first and
know we do have a few of them here tonight. Treat each
speaker and the panels with respect. You may not agree
with what a person is saying, but everyone has a right to
their own views and we want to get themall on the record.
As strongly as you may feel about an idea you hear, please
keep side conversations and coments to a mni num so that
the court reporter can get all testinony into the record
and so others have anple tinme to nake their conmments as
well. Help nme help you testify by being at the mnicrophone
here in front and ready to testify when | call your nane.
Be courteous to others and stop speaking when | let you
know t hat your time is up. Please follow nmy instructions
to help us all avoid confusion. Renenber that today's
neeting is not an attenpt to consensus or sone kind of
vote. |It's an opportunity for nmenbers of the public to
have their thoughts heard and consi dered by Federa

officials. Please don't disrupt that opportunity.
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Because of time restraints and because
the representatives of the Corps are here to hear what you
have to say, responses to your direct testinmony will not
be possible today but will be reflected in the Corps
final report. To make sure we end on tine, speakers will
be linmted to five mnutes. Your tine is your owmn. And
in the interest of hearing fromas many of you as
possi bl e, your time may not be assigned to other people.
If you have already testified as a spokesperson for a
group or an HEC (phonetic) organization, you shoul d not
testify again as an individual. Renenber, you will have
10 additional days after the hearing to submit conplete
witten conmments. As | said before, we intend to end the
nmeeting about 9:00 p.m wth brief remarks from Col one
Hober ni cht .

You may provide witten coments on
t he proposed inprovenent of the Col unbia R ver Federa
navi gati on channel, specifically the Draft Suppl enental
Integrated Feasibility Report and EIS, to the Corps by
Sept enber 15th at the address indicated in the public
notice or in the information sheets that are avail abl e.
And they were available in the back of the roomif you
want to pick those up with the addresses so you can send
coments in |later.

VWhat will happen with all of your
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conments? The Corps will review those conments subnitted
inwiting and the transcripts fromthe public testinony
at hearings like this one tonight. They will consider the
i nfornmati on you provide that is related to the proposed
i mprovenent of the Colunbia River Federal navigation
channel , specifically the Draft Supplenental I|ntegrated
Feasibility Report and EIS. The Corps will then issue its
findings, including all of your coments, as part of the
final record of decision. Witten and oral comments will
be consi dered equal ly.

Finally, I'd just like to cover a few
qui ck necessary details. You might have even noticed the
bat hroons are out in the hall to your -- to ny left as you
go back out there. Emergency exit doors -- if you have
any problens, go out the way you cone in.

Thanks for your attention and thanks
again for conmng to share your views on the region's
future. | will now turn the neeting back over to Col one
Hober ni cht ..

COLONEL HOBERNI CHT:  Toni ght we are
here to exchange information with you about the Col unbia
Ri ver Channel | nprovenent Project and take your forma
testinmony on the project. As you are probably aware, the
Corps just conpleted revising the econonmic analysis for

the project and added several new environnental
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restoration conponents. This was contained in the
suppl enental project report we released earlier this
nonth. 1'd like to point out that this is a draft report.
And over the 60-day conment period, we have asked you to
share with us your thoughts about this report. Your
conments are inportant to us and we will review themall.
If you have information you know or feel we have mi ssed,
pl ease | et us know before Septenber 15th so we can
consider it before we make this report final

Around the roomin the back and in the
hal lway you'll find representatives fromthe states of
O egon and Washi ngt on, NOAA-Fi sheries, and the U S. Fish
and Wldlife Services, Corps sponsors and the Corps of
Engi neers. Please talk to the agency representatives here
toni ght to understand how we got here today and where we
still need to go in the weeks and nonths to cone.

In addition to the oral testinony that
will be captured by the court reporter, we will accept the
witten coments, if you prepared any. Again, there is a
box near the door for you to place themin

In addition to -- in addition to this
session, two nore public hearings were schedul ed al ong the
lower river. The first public hearing was held in
Vancouver on July 31st. The last hearing will be in

Astoria on Septenber 10th.
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Wth that, | would again like to thank
you for comng out here tonight. | know each of you are

busy and | appreciate you taking tinme to participate in

this process. |1'Il be here through the entire session
tonight. Feel free to cone up and talk with me. |f you
have a question | cannot answer, | will get you to the

ri ght person who can answer that question

Bef ore we begin taking your testinmony,
I'"d like to introduce the two peopl e seated al ongsi de of
nme, Laura Hicks and Marci Cook. Marci is a nenber of ny
environnental resources staff and is responsible for
ensuring this project neets the requirenent of the
Nati onal Environmental Policy Act. Linda is the project
manager for the Col unbia River Channel | nprovenent
Project. She has a short presentation before we get
start ed.

Laur a.

M5. HHCKS: | also would like to
wel cone you all today and we | ook forward to hearing your
testinony.

The brief presentation kind of brings
everybody up to speed. And | kind of want to just walk
t hrough what this project is, what changes have been from
our |ast document in 1999 to the docurment that's out for

public review today.
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As you all know, our project starts at
river mle three on the Colunbia River, comes up to the
Portl and-Vancouver area at river mle 106.5. Al so
aut hori zed for construction and inprovenent is the
Wllanette fromriver nmouth zero to river mouth 12. That
portion of the project is being deferred until all of the
Super Fund issues on the WIllanette are resol ved and the
gover nment under st ands what the region would |like to do
with the contam nated sedi nent, so that part we're not
taking testinmony on. W're not going to proceed with that
part until we know what's going to happen with the Super
Fund cl ean up.

A brief history of where we've been
and then where we're going. Basically, for any Federa
action that the Corps undertakes, we have to receive a
study resolution fromU. S. Congress. W got ours for this
project in August of 1989. Wth that, the Corps of
Engi neers did what we call a reconnai ssance report. W
took a year. W |ooked at whether or not there was a
Federal interest in pursuing further investigations. That
was a favorable report. W then initiated what's called a
feasibility study. W started that in April of 1994. W
produced our first draft feasibility report and EIS in
Oct ober of '98. That was out for public review and

coment. Those comments were responded to, put in a fina
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feasibility report that was also circulated for public
review. And then we applied for and sought coastal zone
managenent consi stency and recei ved bi ol ogi cal opinions
from National Marine Fisheries Service and U S. Fish and
Wlidlife. W got a -- basically, a new start construction
aut hori zati on by Congress in Decenber of 1999. August of
the followi ng year, 2000, NWVFS had new i nformation that
rel ated to endangered species in the Colunbia River and
they had information on contam nated tissues within sonme
of the salnon. They also had information that related to
bat hynetry and velocity and how that affected endangered
species. They asked us to take another | ook at where the
project was given their new information. They wthdraw
t heir biol ogi cal opinion. Wen they withdrew their
bi ol ogi cal opinion while we were seeking water quality
certification fromthe two states, we received deni al
letters. W were not issued water quality certification
from Oregon or Washi ngton

So then the Corps went back,
reinitiated consultation for endangered species in
Septenber, and in January of this year, we then decided to
suppl enent the EIS that's out for review today. It's
important to know that it's an integrated report, so it
not only contains NEPA information that relates to -- to

all of the environmental inpacts, but it also has certain
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criteria that the Corps uses in a feasibility study. So
we have, then, a benefit of cost analysis that's in there
and all of this infornation was decided to be revised and
updat ed before we supplenented this report.

W then al so decided to incorporate
enough information into this docunent to also satisfy the
State of Washington's SEPA, State Environnental Policy
Act, so that the Washington state -- Washi ngton Depart nent
of Ecol ogy then could have -- it neets the qualifications
for their water quality and coastal zone managemnent
consi stency. Port of Longview is the |ead agency for the
SEPA portion of the project.

In May of this year, then, we received
new bi ol ogi cal opinions from Nati onal Marine Fisheries and
US. Fish and Wildlife. They were nonjeopardy opinions.
And so we then put all of that information together. It's
avai l abl e on our website if you'd like to | ook at the
bi ol ogi cal assessment, our anendnent to the biol ogica
assessment or any of the biological opinions. Those are
on the Corps' website. They're also in a CD that was
circulated with the docunent.

We're holding -- we've held a series
of public nmeetings starting back in 1994 and we' ve been
out to numerous neetings. Each tine we cone out, we try

to go to the Portland-Vancouver area, the Longvi ew area
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and down to Astoria. W did that in '94, '97, '98 and
we're doing it again in 2002. W also conducted 17
environnental round table neetings through that tine
period where we tried to solicit some of the concerns from
key stakehol der groups and tried to incorporate sonme of
the concerns into the project that you're currently
reviewi ng. W' ve had numerous resource agency neetings
with both State and Federal agencies that relate to
salinity intrusion, wildlife mtigation and ocean dredge
material and where to dispose of material in the ocean

Ckay. So this is just an overview.
W' ve already conducted an information nmeeting in Astoria.
We had a public hearing in Vancouver. W also convened a
techni cal panel that |ooked at the costs and benefits that
were revised for this report. That is open for people to
observe. That information is available on our website.
The panel will give us conclusions in a forma
docunentation of their findings probably later this week.
VWen we receive those, that also will be posted on our
website. And |ike the Colonel has said, we're taking
public testinmony here tonight. Tuesday we'll be in
Astoria taking public testinmony as well. And then the
public coment period will end on the 15th.

So then quickly, it's inmportant for

peopl e to understand that this is basically a
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nmul ti-purpose project fromthe Corps' point of view and
we' re incorporating navigation inprovenents as well as
ecosystemrestorati on components. And so the things --
the primary things that have changed since the 1999
docunment and the one that's out for public review today is
there's three years of additional data and anal ysis that
relate to snmelt in the river. W also have three years
nore of data on white sturgeon. W have done extensive
explorations in the river to |l ook at areas that we thought
had basalt in them and whet her or not blasting would be
required for the project. The rock blasting has basically
been reduced to only one |location on the Col unbia. W
revi sed the dredging quantities based on new hydrographic
surveys that were in Decenber of 'Ol and January of '02.
We have additional infornmation that relates to Dungeness
crab and inpacts or enbanknment projects for this crab. W
have the new ESA consultation. And with that, we've added
si X new ecosystemrestoration features to the project as
well as the three that we had in the original project.

W' ve al so included research and nmonitoring actions that
relate to watching what we do and gai ning nore infornmation
that rel ates to endangered species. Then, as |I've told
you, we revised both the costs and the benefits for the
entire project.

The maj or changes just, you know,
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encapsul ated, from 1999, we had 18.4 nillion cubic yards
of dredge material that we were proposing to renmove from
t he channel during the deepening construction. That now
is down to 14.5 mllion cubic yards. The basalt has been
reduced to 50,000 cubic yards. W once thought that there
was up to five different utilities that crossed the
Col unbi a that was submerged that nay needed to be
rel ocated as a result of deepening the channel. The State
confirmed that none of those utilities will have to be
relocated as a result of the deepening. They're al
deeper than the dredging prism And everything that the
Corps does, we try to be consistent nationally, so we
prepared what's call ed national economnm c devel opnent costs
and benefits and then we conpare those projects across the
nation. And so the cost for the project under AD
(phonetic) analysis dropped from154 mllion to al nbost 133
mllion.

And then on the benefit side, when we
| ook at the benefits that are attributable to the Federa
action, those also dropped. It went from28 mllion
annual benefit to 18.3 annual benefit -- million. I'm
sorry. And then when you conpare, then, the benefit to
cost ratio and you marry up the benefits and divide it by
the cost, we also drop from1.9 to 1.5. The total project

cost -- and this would include everything that's in the
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proj ect, ecosystem restoration and navi gati on conponents
-- those went from 160.9 million to 156.
kay. So the ecosystemrestoration
conponent that we added. The first three, Shillapoo Lake,
the tide box retrofits and Lord-Wal ker Hunp fishery
i mprovenent, those were included in 1999. All of these
ot her ones were added as a result of our ESA consultation
Last go around when we consulted, we
had a term and condition and a change to the project where
the Corps said that we would go out and try to restore up
to 4500 acres of marsh habitat in the estuary independent
of channel deepening and using our other authorities.
This time when we redid the consultation, we tried to be
as specific as possible to identify locations, to | ook at
things in an ecosystem approach, to try to sel ect
i mprovenents and restoration projects that's hoped to
function, formand value for the endangered species. W
also tried to put an enphasis on publicly held lands so
that we coul d have assurance that those projects would be
able to be inplenented and not have to worry about private
| and ownershi p and acquiring the | ands.
And so one of the mmjor things that
happened in the project as a result of the consultation
was a shift from ocean disposal in the first document in

1999 to two restoration projects that are included within

Longview-16



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

17

the estuary. The proposal that's out for reviewis to take
the material fromthe [ower 40 mles of the river, take it
to a tenporary sunp that's outlined there as nunber one --
that's kind of an orangish color -- and to use that as a
tenmporary sunp to hold the naterial fromthe hopper
dredges. Then during the in-water work period, we would
pi peline the material fromthat tenporary sunp into the
Lois Island enbaynment and work to restore it. This

basi cally shows an aerial photography of what Lois Island
| ooks like today conpared to what it was in the 1935 #
CREDDP atlas. This used to be an area that was mnus six
or zero/mnus 12 depth of water and it was dug out for
liberty vessels during World War I1. And so as a result,
this area, then, if you |look at the 1982 CREDDP atl as, you
can see mnus 24 depth of water/18 feet of water in this
area. So the proposal -- the proposal is to bring that
back up to what it |ooked |ike nore representative of 1935
than what it would have | ooked |ike today.

So that piece would take all of the
construction material for the lower river. And then the
mai nt enance material that would result for the first 10
years after construction we're proposing to put in an area
that we refer to as MIler-Pillar. Pile dikes would be
necessary to hold the material. |It's |ocated between

M1l er Sands Island and Pillar Rock. The goal will be to
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create shallow water habitat. And this kind of does the
same comnpari son between 1935 and 1982, so you can see
where it used to have six and 12 feet of water, there's 44
and 18 feet of water. It's kind of an active erosion
area. W're also proposing to do restoration kind of in a
base approach, if you will, that relates to Tenasill ahe
Island. W have interimneasures and we have where we're
trying to reintroduce Col umbian white-tailed deer. And if
successful in delisting those deer, we would go back and
do long-term neasures at Tenasillahe |sl and.

One of our disposal sites is on
Howar d- Cott onwood | sl and and that's shown in the yellow on
this map. The port is willing to buy all of the private
| ands on the island and then allow them as part of the
rei ntroducti on of Col unbian white-tail deer nove deer to
this island to try to get three distinct populations with
a certain anount within each to see if then the deer could
ultimately be delisted fromthe Endangered Species List.

If -- if that happened, what would
happen on Tenasillahe -- a couple steps would happen. W
woul d do a hydraulic study for the channels within
Tenasillahe. We would see if we could open up, first of
all, the tidegates that are there to allow fish passage
through the island. If the deer were delisted, then the

Cor ps woul d cone back and do a | ong-term acti on where we
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woul d breach the flood control dikes along the Tenasill ahe
and then open up the whole island for fish use.

Anot her one of the restoration
conponents that was added to the project is Bachel or
sl ough. And what we would do here is first test the
sediments within the slough. |If they tested clean, then
we woul d dredge out about three miles of the slough, take
that material and create riparian habitat for the places
we show on the map.

So what we're asking for today is your
testinmony, your comments on these proposals. It would be
very hel pful if you could try to concentrate and hel p us
wi th our decision making in the lower river, what to do
with the dredge material. The first go around we were
proposi ng deep water ocean disposal. Now we have two
restoration projects on the table that we're asking for
your comments about our beneficial use of dredge nateri al
When we receive your coments, then it will be our
responsibility to respond to your conments, produce a
final supplenmental EIS feasibility report, circul ate that
back out for public review At the sanme tinme we're
actively pursuing application for water quality
certification in Oregon and in Washington at the sane tine
wor ki ng on coastal zone managenent consi stency

determi nation in both states as well. Wen the Corps
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produces the final docunent, receives the certification
concurs with our consistency determ nati on, we can produce
our record of decision, and at that point we'd be able to
get in the budget -- the President's budget for sone
construction effort. That basically concludes ny
presentation of where we are, what our next steps are and
| look forward to your testinony.

MS. ABEL: As Laura said, this is the
time nowto hear fromall of you, so we're going to start
the oral testinony part. | will call your nane and then
you'll conme up to this mcrophone here. |[|f you need us to
bring a mcrophone to you, we can do that, if anybody has
any trouble getting up to that mcrophone. 1'Il call the
nane of the person who's up first, then who's next and
then who's third in line so that you'll know your turn is
com ng up soon. Please be ready to speak

The court reporter has asked nme to
rem nd you to speak clearly and slowy to nmake her job a
ot easier. It's alittle bit slower than maybe you'd talk
in normal | anguage.

|'ve asked the Corps to help ne out by
assigning their staff nenmber, Ron Musser, here to help ne
with the timng of your coments and to work under ny
direction tonight. So here's what we're going to do:

When you start speaking into the mcrophone, he's going to
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turn on his stopwatch that he's got for your five mnutes
so that everybody will get the same anpbunt of tinme. Wen
you get down to one minute, he's going to hold up this
sign. You nust keep an eye over there for his little one
m nute sign. And then when your tinme is up, he's going to
hold up a second sign that will ask you to please concl ude
your comments. Go ahead and finish your thoughts, you
know, finish what you're saying, and then stop so the next
person and the next up, one of your neighbors, will be
able to come up and speak and have their five mnutes too.
"Il also be keeping an eye on the tine to nmake sure we
can get everybody heard and al so be giving ny attention to
your testinony.

At the end of your tine, please |eave
the m crophone so the next speaker nay begin. It |ooks
like we ought to be able to nake sure that everybody who
signed up can speak tonight, but we'll need your help in
novi ng that along. Please, when you cone up to the
m cr ophone, please state your name and spell your | ast
name so we get that in the record. Please state the nane
of your organization or agency, if you're with one. Then
direct your coments to Col onel Hobernicht and the rest of
t he panel because they are here to hear you tonight. |'m
going to call the first speakers and, as a courtesy, as |

nmentioned in the opening remarks and the ground rules, we
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wi Il have elected public officials go first, if they w sh
to speak, and ny understanding is we do have some with us
tonight, so let ne call their nanes. Bill Lehning,
Cow itz County Conmi ssioner; Dan Buell, Port of Longview,
Walt Barnum also Port of Longview, but | believe Wlt nay
not want to speak. He nmay just want to be acknow edged.
Wy don't | have the three of you stand up and the first
two can conme up to the mcrophone.

Do we have any other public officials?
I"d like the public officials tonight.

Ww, okay. What I'mgoing to do while
we hear our first speaker, then, is |I'mgoing to come back
and get your nanes as well so that we can get you in the
i ne of speaking.

MR, LEHNI NG  Good evening Col onel ,
Corps staff. My name is Bill Lehning, L-e-h-n-i-n-g. I'm
a Cowitz County Conmissioner and | felt the testinony was
so inportant to be here tonight, | left a neeting in
Vancouver to get here so that | can talk to you for a few
m nut es.

| appreciate the environnental inpact
studi es that you' ve been doing and | think that you've
addressed themvery well. | would, though, like to talk
about how this whole project is going to effect Cowitz

County. Qur unenployment in Cowitz County is the |argest
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on the I-5 corridor. W are in desperate need of jobs.
Cow itz County has three ports | ocated wthin our
boundari es. The County has gone to the State and secured
over $20 million to increase the infrastructure in our
county to get jobs in the conmunity. W have, working
with the ports, put in arail spur into the Port of

Whodl and and into the Port of Longview W' ve helped to
establish a bridge into the area of the Port of Kal ana.
W' ve al so helped to build sone roads into the port so
that we could have infrastructure so that the shipping
lines could |locate here. W are very fortunate in Cowitz
County to have the I-5 corridor, the rail and an airport
all here without congestion of the big cities |ike Tacoma
and Seattle. W have property that is available for
industry to bring famly wage jobs to this comunity. It
is very, very inportant that we deepen the channel to the
poi nt where the shipping lines will not bypass Cowitz
County and Sout hwest Washi ngton and North O egon because
they can't load their ships. W are not talking about
dredging the entire Colunmbia River. W're just talking
about taking off some peaks in different areas so that
those ships can be filled. Wen those ships |eave our
ports only three-quarters full, mllions of dollars are
lost to the community. You're not going to find very many

ports anynore that have the area that we have with the
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infrastructure that we have and the job nmarkets that we
have here in Cowlitz County.

I'mvery concerned about the
environnental issues, yes. | take ny boat and | fish
ri ght al ongside of the dredge and | catch salnon right 50
feet away. It is inportant that we do not hinder the
runs, but the spawning and all those take place in the
other streanms and if we can protect that and the crab
beds, | think, you know, this is very inportant to our
area here. So | hope that you will seriously nove forward
with this project. It neans so nmuch to Sout hwest
Washi ngton. Wthout it, our recovery here is going to be
very slow And it seens like that the Pacific Northwest
are the last ones to feel it but the |last ones to recover.
And we have so much to offer right here in Cowitz County,
that this dredging is vital to our econony.

Thank you.

MS. ABEL: Thank you.

Next we'll hear from Dan Buell and
then our other two elected officials, Jack Keul ker and

Arch MIller, wll be next.

MR, BUELL: Good evening. I'mglad to
be here. | don't know how this is to going to affect your
final docunment, but my name is Dan Buell, B-u-e-I-1. |'m

an el ected Court Conmi ssioner at the Port of Longvi ew
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|'ve been a | abor |leader in this Southwest Washi ngton for
15 years. | want ny job, so it's a big thing for us. W
have 15,000 union nenbers living in Cowitz County and we
know t hat 40,000 jobs are dependent on the Colunbia River
maritime economy, not just here but all the way up the
river. So |I'mhere nostly speaking for jobs. W're al
concerned about the environnent. W not -- we don't want
t he channel deepened at any cost. W don't want to end up
like China with whatever goes on over there with the
pollution and everything else. W just -- if it's
practical and it can bring jobs to Sout hwest Washi ngton

and the Colunmbia River, that's what we'd |i ke to see.

As Bill says, we are a depressed area,
22 percent unenployed. You're going to get -- fromthe
State, you'll hear 11, but there are so many peopl e that

have run out of unenpl oynent that you can al nbst double
it. Maybe | exaggerate. W must have the channe
deepened to sustain our trade based econony and to have
jobs for our children.

Thank you very rmnuch.

M5. ABEL: Jack Keul ker and then Arch
MIler

MR, KEULKER: Good evening. M/ nane
is Jack Keulker, City of Kelso Council. And tonight |I'm

representing the Cowitz-Wahki akum Council of Governnents
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for both Cowlitz and Wahki akum County. | have a letter
I"d like to read into the record and then | have an
attached letter which I would |ike to present you with
this letter fromthe Kelso -- Cowitz Council of
Gover nment s.

"To Col onel Ri chard Hobernicht,
Conmander, Septenber 5th, 2002.

As you are aware, concerns have been
expressed by the Wahki akum County and the | ower river
ports and the communities as to the potential inpact of
t he channel deepening project and the effects of the
exi sting navigati on channel and shipping activities.
These concerns and inpacts to the |lower river ports and
conmunities need to be addressed. Anmpng these are
ensuring that the erosion danage to Puget |sland -- which
| have two daughters that live there and which I'mvery
much aware of the erosion over the last 52 years. Every
time the river is dredged for naintenance, you can see the
erosion and we'd like to nake sure this is strongly
addressed, as well as all the tributaries and the streans
up and down Wahki akum County and Pacific County and
Cow itz County. The -- Wahki akum County and the | ower
river ports have not been idle waiting for a rescue. They
have taken initiative to coordi nate the exam nation of

environnmental situations in the lower river and are
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i dentifying various needs and projects that should be
pursued if and when the channel projects nove ahead. The
Col unbi a River Channel Coalition, through its board
nmenbers and staff, have worked -- are working very hard
with the Iower river group to address their concerns on
how to solve sone |ong ignored issues noted above.

"Now, the channel deepening project is
at a critical stage of noving ahead. Now nore than ever
we stress its inmportance to the shaky regi on econony and
the fact that positive steps are under way to resolve the
i npacts to the Lower Colunbia region. The lower -- the
Cow i t z- Wahki akum Counci | of CGovernnents at its nmeeting on
August 22nd once agai n di scussed the project, the status,
its positive inmpact and the concerns of the |ower river
groups and conmunities. Qur conclusion: W urge the
Cor ps of Engineers to proceed with the project, inplenment
the mitigation nmeasures to resolve the project rel ated
issues in the |ower river.

Agai n, thank you for naking avail abl e
this opportunity.”

And this is signed by Bill Lehning,
Chai rman of the Cow itz-Whkai kum Council of CGovernnents
and nyself, who is Vice-Chair, who is representing the
Kel so Council of CGovernnent. And, again, | urge you to

pl ease think of the 2500 citizens down there in Wahki akum

Longview-27



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

28

County. They may be snall, but they're mghty. And

t hey' ve been nmeeting with this project for the last two or
three years. They desperately need your attention and they
need your urgency on this project. W need to nake sure
that the streans and the erosion banks, whatever, are
taken care of for those people. So we'd appreciate if you
woul d pay attention, listen to those people, and foll ow

t hrough and see what we can do to help them

Thank you.

M5. ABEL: Thank you.

Next, Arch Mller.

MR, MLLER  Good evening, |adies and
gent | emen, Colonel, staff. M nane is Arch MIller. |
reside at 107 South Santa Fe Court in Vancouver,

Washi ngton. That's in the USA. |'ma Comi ssioner at the
Port of Vancouver, a position |'ve had the pleasure of
hol di ng since 1990. As a matter of fact, | was elected
about two nonths after this project started in the fall of
1989.

Very recently, the Port of Vancouver
wel coned a new ship on her mmiden voyage. She was
christened the W Adriatica Gaeca. She was built in
Japan and sailed enpty to the Port of Vancouver for the
pur pose of transporting wheat to Indonesia. She slipped

up the Colunbia River shiny and new with a proud crew and
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a crew of | ongshorenmen waiting to | oad her with her
initial cargo. She berthed at the Harvest States grain
el evator at the Port of Vancouver and began taking on
wheat, wheat from Eastern O egon, Eastern Washi ngton,
| daho, Montana, and ot her inland points.

After nearly a day of |oading, she
departed the Port of Vancouver but without a full |oad.
Capabl e of handling 70,000 tons of wheat, she left with
only 56,000 tons, which was the maxi num | oad due to draft
restrictions on the Colunbia River. 14,000 tons short of
a full load, only 80 percent |oaded. Wile this does not
occur with every ship, it is becom ng a nore and nore
conmon occurrence as new ships enter the market.

Thank you for providing an opportunity
for public comment on the Draft Supplemental Feasibility
Report and the Environmental |npact Statenent for the
Col unbi a Ri ver channel deepening project, which is vitally
i mportant to the economc and environnmental health of our
regi on. Deepening the Colunbia River navigation channel is
critical to maintaining maritinme conmerce and critical to
sustai n businesses, farnms and jobs in our region. This
project will ensure that the Colunbia River can
accommodate the larger, nmore fuel efficient ships that
i ncreasingly dominate the world trade fleet. Wth the

conpl etion of the biological opinions by the Nationa
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Marine Fisheries Service and the U S. Fish and Wldlife
Service and the conmpletion of these Draft Suppl enenta
reports, it is clear that this project can nove forward in
an economi cal and environnental responsible manner

At the Port of Vancouver, nearly 5,500
jobs are directly tied to maritinme and industria
activities. Port workers earned $242 nillion in wages
| ast year. Their purchases add another $124 nillion to
our | ocal econony and the goods and services they buy help
to support other jobs in our comunity. Overall, Colunbia
River maritime comerce produces fanmly wage jobs for over
40, 000 peopl e and i nfluences another 59,000 jobs in the
Northwest. Last year marine activity in the Col unbia
Ri ver created $1.8 billion in personal incone. Jobs and
busi nesses in our region require access to cost effective
maritinme transportation. The future of the Col unbia R ver
navi gation is directly dependent on deepeni ng the channe
an additional three feet. This will not only naintain our
shi pping transportati on routes, but will ensure our
region's trade based econony. Approximtely -- tough to
get a real nunber on this, but approximtely 35 percent of
all jobs in Cark County are trade-rel ated j obs.

| thank you very nmuch for your tine.

M5. ABEL: Thank you.

Are there any other public elected
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officials that would like to speak?

kay. Let me call the next three
nanes, then. Chris Hatzi will be up next, then Eric
Johnson, then Ken O Hol |l aren

MR, HATZI: Good evening. M nane is
Chris Hatzi. The last nane is spelled Ha-t-z-i. I'm
Presi dent of the Colunbia River Port Rejuvenation. W're
a nonprofit organization of regional businesses, business
associ ations, |abor and citizens that are committed to
i mproving an international nmarket access for the region

Thank you for the opportunity for
public coment on the Draft Supplenmental Feasibility
Report and EIS for the Col unbia R ver channel deepening
project. This project is vitally inportant to the
econom ¢ and environnental health of the region. This
evening | will talk about the inportance of channe
deepening to the regional econony and briefly about what
sone of the environmental issues are.

Cost effective maritime transportation
is vital to sustaining and strengthening our regiona
trade based econony, especially during these difficult
econom ¢ times. Deepening the Col unbia R ver navigation
channel is critical to maintaining maritine conmerce and
to sustain businesses, farns and jobs in our region. This

project will ensure that the Colunbia River can
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accommodate the larger fuel efficient ships that

i ncreasingly dom nate the world fleet. Fromthe Tr

Cities to Lewiston to Klanmath Falls, this project has a
broad base support from busi nesses, |abor unions, farners
and the ports. As previously stated, over 40,000 |oca
fam |y wage jobs are dependent on and anot her 59, 000

Nort hwest jobs are influenced by Colunbia River maritine
conmerce. Due largely to delays in channel deepening, the
| ongshore job | osses on the Col unbi a R ver have

accel erated over the last five years. These job |osses
have taken $16 nmillion out of the regional econony. Wth
the Pacific Northwest |eading the nation in unenpl oynent,
we cannot afford to |l ose any nore jobs. Mre than 1,000
busi nesses rely on the Colunbia R ver to transport their
products to and fromworld markets. Vitality of these

j obs and busi nesses require access to cost effective
maritime transportation. The future success of the

Col unbia River navigation is directly dependent on
deepeni ng the channel from40 to 43 feet to maintain the
vitality of this transportation route and our regions's
trade based econony. As the suppl enental report explains,
the benefit to cost ratio for this project renains strong.
Even nore inportantly, Northwest businesses and farns will
gai n maj or regional econonic benefits fromthis project

that cannot be included in the Corps' analysis. Let ne
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cite one exanple of how insufficient market access has
negatively inpacted the econony and potentially the
envi ronnent .

Grass seed farners in the Wllanette
Val | ey have struggled for years to draw an environnental |y
sound nethod of elimnating the grass straw that is |eft
over after harvesting the seed. Recently, innovative
commodity tradi ng conpani es such as S.L. Folen (phonetic)
have sold a variety of different forage products to the
Japanese dairy industries, including grass straw. During
the last two years, the Colunbia R ver |ost 25 percent of
the direct hauling container carrier service. The
carriers that left cited channel depth as one of the major
reasons they discontinued service. As a result of this
| oss, capacity of the Colunbia River container freight
rates have increased by 150 to $300 per container. Wth
increasing freight rates fromthe Colunbia River, the very
| ow val ued grass straw is having much nmore difficult tine
conpeting in the marketplace with | ow cost forage products
such as rice straw from Thailand, China and Australia. |If
the grass straw can't be sold in international markets,
some have suggested the only alternative is to go back to
| arge scale field burning or dunping grass straw in
[andfills.

Channel deepening is al so inportant
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for our environnent. This project will require dredging
just 54 percent of the channel or 3.5 percent of the tota
Col unbi a Ri ver between the nouth and the

Port| and- Vancouver area. The renmmining areas in the

channel are already naturally deeper than point -- 43
feet.

I will leave the specifics of the
environnental debate to the experts. However, | would

urge you to consider the environmental inpact of not
dredgi ng. Ships are the nost environmentally friendly
nmet hod of noving goods between two points. By ensuring
that we have sufficient ocean carrier service in the
Colunmbia River, there will be less need to truck or rai
goods to or from California or Puget Sound ports. Fewer
trucks and trains nean | ower enissions and inproved air
quality.

Thank you.

MS. ABEL: Thank you.

Next we'll hear from Eric Johnson,
then Ken O Hol  aren, then Kent Martin

MR, JOHNSON:  Thank you very much.

My nane is Eric Johnson and | work
wi th the Washington Public Ports Association, which is the
steammvay trade association representing Portland -- 76

Portland districts throughout Puget Sound here in
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Sout hwest Washi ngton as well as Puget Sound and Eastern
Washi ngton. And | have just three brief points to nake
t oni ght .

My first point is that support for
this project extends way beyond the co-sponsoring ports
and the i mmedi ate Col unbia River communities that you' ve
heard fromtonight. Four of the nenmbers of our
associ ation are co-sponsors of this effort and it's, of
course, no surprise to you that we support it as well.
But what is often not appreciated is the depth of
st atewi de support for this project. Farm ng and busi ness
conmuni ties all throughout the inland Northwest need a
deeper shipping channel through this waterway. Thousands
of well paying jobs need this project. Everyone has
| ear ned about how t he ecosystem and the environnent are
all linked together in one big web and we've all |earned
about how danage to one part invisibly | eads to damage to
anot her part of the ecosystem But this nodel is also
true of our econonmic system Trade jobs by nature are
i nked together. And when they go away, the invisible
threads go away that link themtogether and we're al
damaged. And a lot of the famlies and the businesses and
t he worki ng people that depend on this river don't |ive
anywhere near here, but they know they need this river

deepened and that's why a representative of the State
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| egi sl ature drove down here tonight to support this
proj ect .

Wiich | eads me to ny second point. |
nentioned the ecosystens and the environnment. And ny
second point is that this project offers a |ot of
environnental benefits and it inproves fish habitat. A
ot of the opposition to this project or concern about
this project has cone from people who are worri ed about
the environnental inpacts of it. They're nostly worried
about salnon. The ports are worried about salnobn too. W
have a | ot of ports who have fishing fleets and we have no
interest in a project that hurts fish. But the resource
agenci es and the independent panel that have studied this
have all concluded that this project does not harmthose
endangered species. And the ports who took on the co-
sponsorship of this project have worked very, very hard to
make sure that the environnental aspects of the project
were inproved. We've had years of review and hundreds of
hours of neetings and thousands of pages of study and it's
been good work because, as you saw tonight in the
presentation, we've elim nated ocean di sposal, we've
decreased the anount of dredging dramatically, we
decreased the anount of basalt blasting dramatically,
we've greatly increased the beneficial uses of the dredge

mat eri al for beach nourishnent and for habitat
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restoration. And those new habitat restoration and
enhancenent features are a significant benefit, | think,
to the fish and birds and the wildlife that we share this
river with. And | also want to note the efforts -- the
strong efforts that the co-sponsor ports have gone to to
work with and address the inportant concerns of the | ower
river ports, the smaller ports down in the estuary.
They' ve worked hard to address those inportant concerns
and they're to be commended for it.

Now, it's easy in this world to assune
that because a project is big, it nmust be environnentally
bad. But this project has worked hard to make sure that
because it is big, its habitat restoration efforts are
al so big. And big doesn't have to be bad. And in this
case, | would argue that the biggest part of this project
is the big opportunity that it presents to help both
wor ki ng peopl e and fish.

My final point is brief. Let's quit

tal king and start dredging. Sone people are saying that

this study needs -- that this project needs nore study and
nore tine. | had this job -- 1've had this job for 15
years. | renenber when we started this project when

Congress authorized this study 13 years ago. But
additional studies aren't going to change the peer

revi ewed concl usi ons about the benefits of this project
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for our communities and for our region and for the nation

This project is a good deal for workers. |It's a good dea
for businesses. It's a good deal for the environnent.
This study has been planned -- this project has been

pl anned and studi ed | onger than the Apoll o noon project.
We have plenty of data and study to make deci si ons now.
Let's get going. Ms. ABEL: Thank you.

Ken O Hol I aren, Kent Martin and then
Jeff Davis.

MR O HOLLAREN: Good evening. M
nane is Ken O Hollaren. That's O apostrophe,
Ho-I-l1-a-r-e-n. |'mthe Executive Director of the Port
of Longvi ew.

As one of the six sponsoring ports for
t he channel deepening project, the Port of Longview
appreci ates this opportunity to speak on behal f of the
project and particularly pleased that the Corps has chosen
Longview as the site for one of its three public hearings
on the Suppl emental Environnental |npact Statenent. CQur
port community is proud of our partnership with the Corps
and the other sponsoring ports which has produced a
quality work product that is the subject of this hearing
today. W commend the Corps for considering the
additional information and anal yses of the issuance of

this supplenental report. W believe this project, as
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presently designed, fully neets the econom ¢ and
envi ronnent al goal s of both of Lower Colunbia region and
t he nati on.

Qur advocacy of this project cones as
no surprise to anyone in this conmunity. Since the
commencenent of the reconnai ssance study in 1989, we have
on many occasi ons expl ained the inportance of a viable
shi ppi ng channel not only to the Port of Longview but to
all of Cowitz County. CQur local industry relies on water
borne transportation for both the inportation of raw
material as well as the export of finished products. The
econoni ¢ benefits of the Colunbia River navigation channe
to our area are obvious. [Inproving that channel through
this project only and clearly adds to those benefits.

VWhat may not be as well-known is the
rol e the Washi ngton ports have played in ensuring this
project neets not only Federal conpliance under the
Endangered Species Act, but that it fulfills all state and
| ocal environnental regulations. Follow ng the denial of
state certifications early last year, the Port of
Longview, along with the ports of Kal ama, Vancouver and
Wbodl and, initiated a project review process of the State
Envi ronnental Policy Act and assuned | ead agency status to
obtain various State approvals. As part of this work, the

ports, their consultants and appropriate agenci es have
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diligently worked at better to finding all the inmpacts and
i dentifying prudent neasures to either reduce or mtigate
those inpacts. As a result of over 31 neetings with the
agenci es, a series of technical nmenoranda were witten on
the key issues that were the basis of the original denial
letters fromthe states. In Volune 2 of the SEIS, you
will find technical menos on sand supply, consistency with
local critical area ordinances, wildlife and wetl and
mtigation, dredging and disposal inpacts to crab, white
surgeon, snelt, fish stranding and royalties to the
Depart nent of Natural Resources. These are a critica
part of the SEIS and are the basis of the work under the
State Environnmental Policy Act.

VWiile we are still working towards the
i ssuance of the final SEI'S, we are confident the
i nvestment of time and resources which the ports have made
will result in a better project and one in which |oca
comunities can know their concerns were addressed. W
al so appreciate the tine and energy invested by the
citizens of both Washington and Oregon in review ng the
SEI'S and presenting their comments. |In addition to these
steps, the ports have supported the efforts of the
Col umbi a Ri ver Channel Coalition to find new benefici al
uses for dredge material for down river comunities.

These efforts have resulted in the repl eni shment of the
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Puget |sland sand pit for Wahki akum County and t he
initiation of the Benson Beach denonstration project at
Fort Canby State Park which will hopefully becone part of
a long-termsolution to mninize ocean di sposal and reduce
beach erosion along the Long Beach peninsula. W also
support the use of dredge material for ecosystem
restoration as part of this project, which not only
elimnates the need for ocean disposal during
construction, but inmproves fish habitat in the estuary.
Thirteen years of study, refinenment
and extensive public involvenent have resulted in a
proj ect which neets the goals and expectations for our
Lower Col unmbi a communities and needs to nove forward now.
We encourage the Corps to finalize the suppl enental report

so that a record of decision can be made and construction

start ed.

Thank you very much.

MS. ABEL: Thank you.

Kent Martin, then Jeff Davis, then
Lanny Caw ey.

MR, MARTIN: Ladies and gentlenen, ny
name is Kent Martin, Ma-r-t-i-n
| just returned fromthe four nonths a
year or so that | spend in Al aska because of 50 years of

incremental "This won't hurt salnmon." This is where
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have to go to nmake the bulk of ny living now I'ma
commer ci al fisherman from Skanmokawa, Washi ngton

On page 6-34, the notion seens to be
that sal nonids are not present in the water colum. |If
the depth is greater than 20 feet, then the port dredging
operations would not affect them This is nothing short
of ludicrous. There is and has been for, perhaps, 100
years an entire technol ogy of diver net fishing on the
Col unbi a conplete with the el aborate snag renoval
activities, much of it in water depths in excess of 30
feet. That wouldn't exist if there weren't fish there to
catch. Some of the best fishing is on the ebb tide at
depths ranging from 30 to 60 feet when fish sound to avoid
the swifter top current.

Wth regard to the proposed disposa
area in the MIler sands-Pillar rock area, this is an
active and very productive fishing ground that was in use
before the dawn of the 20th century. Fishernen who can
denonstrate their use of maintenance of this area of the
drift right should be appropriately conpensated for any
| osses that may be due to spoiled disposal

VWiich leads to nmy third point. It is
i ndeed curious how the Col unbia R ver seens to stop at
Longvi ew when the need arises. It is so the Col unbia

River and its residents of the |lower 60 nmles do not
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exist. It is with this kind of blank radar screen that
one can tal k of the proposed deepeni ng project having no
significant negative econom c inmpacts on | ow incone
popul ations. Even a cursory review of Colunbia River
comuni ti es bel ow Longvi ew i ndi cates serious poverty
issues relating to fisheries dependent econom es.
Supporting statistics are readily available and it amazes
nme that they were left out of this study. The last half
of the century -- the last half century | have seen
comunities devastated. Sone of them even di sappeared.
Nanes |i ke Brookfield and Frankfort and Cifton, they're
just nanes on a map anynore because of the shortsighted
rush to devel op the Col unbia basin and the kind of
exi stential thinking that | hear. | see nothing but
negative values for residents of the Lower Colunbia and
the fisheries that sustain those communities if this
channel deepening project is allowed to proceed based on
the kind of faulty and inconplete economic data that 1've
seen here.

Thank you.

MS. ABEL: Thank you.

Jeff Davis, then Lanny Cawl ey, and
then Matt Van Ess.

MR. DAVIS: (Good evening, Col onel and

Corps staff. M nane is Jeff Davis, D-a-v-i-s, and |'m
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here representing the 285 nenbers of the Internationa
Longshor emren War ehouse Uni on and the over 1400 nenbers
that exist on the Colunbia River. For the sake of
sinmplicity and tinme, I'll read a prepared statenment that
["11 submit later.

The | LW supports proceeding with the
channel deepeni ng project because we recogni ze the
i nportance of the international stake on the Col unbia
Ri ver region. The Lower Colunbia River is the second
| argest grain export handler in the world. Over 13
mllion -- billion, pardon me -- $13 billion in cargo
nove over the river each year and the ILWis a significant
partner in handling that cargo efficiently and
effectively. Local 21 nenbers here in Longview have a
nearly $6 nmillion payroll fromthe Kalanma grain facilities
al one and an over $12 million payroll all in told. These
figures don't include any of the ancillary jobs that are
al so created by this novenent of cargo such as truckers,
scal ers, state grain inspectors, port staff, buyers and
the agents of the nore than 1700 | ongshorenen from ot her
ports in the area. This is the nost inmportant econonic
devel opnent in the opportunity and in the region. W see
the ships noving on this river and the com ng generations
of these ships are much larger with deeper drafts. To

conpete, these grain elevators and ot her shippers nust be
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able to acconmopdate this new generation of ships. It is
of vital inportance to keep this existing trade that cones
here fromeroding. And the last thing we want to see is an
econoni ¢ back water in the area.

As you |l ook forward to the future,
there is a need to plan for transportation and shipping to
be sure that we provide current and future workers with
the opportunity to have quality jobs. This is about nore
than the ILWJ. This is about major econom c bases in our
conmunity and we are conmitted to protecting these jobs
that are here on the Lower Col unbia R ver. Thank you.

M5. ABEL: Thank you.

I f the phones going off haven't
rem nded you, you nmight turn your phones off for the rest
of the evening.

Next we'll hear from Lanny Caw ey,
then Matt Vann Ess and Ted Sprague.

MR, CAWLEY: Thank you, Col onel
Laura, Ron, others for allowing us to give testinmny. MW
name is Lanny Cawley, Ca-wl-e-y. | amthe Executive
Director of the Port of Kalana.

Port of Kalama is one of the
nonFederal port sponsors of the channel deepening project
and is so because the Port of Kal ana depends on the

Col unbia River to acconplish its nission of providing jobs
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and enhancing the well-being of residents of the Kal ama
port district.

Wiy is this so? The gentlenman that
just spoke, I'd like to -- to tell himabout the
experience that this area had in the early 1990's with the
spotted owl crisis when the unenpl oynent rate went nuch
further into the 40 percent figure than it is now The
port's missions during that time were to create enpl oynent
and the ports in this county becane very active to work
towards creating that enploynment. On average, the Port of
Kal ama provi des over 1,000 fam |y supporting jobs for
residents not only of Kalama and Cowl itz County but also
for famlies in greater Sout hwest Washington and in
Or egon.

And | thank you for this opportunity
to provide coment on the Draft Supplemental Feasibility
Report and the EIS for the Colunbia R ver Channe
Deepening Project. | also have been involved with this
since 1989. It's been a long tine. W've been very
patient and we believe it's time to nove on with it as
well. | speak today representing the Board of
Conmi ssioners of the Port of Kalama and the staff of the
Port of Kal ama who have been online with the channe
deepeni ng project all along and they want me to deliver

the nmessage that we are very pleased with the progress the
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Cor ps of Engineers has nmade to find alternative dredge
mat eri al disposal sites for the channel construction
project. |'ve nade testinony in the past about supporting
beneficial use of sand. |'ve made testinony in the past
about the econonic benefits of the channel deepening made
wi t hout harm done to other economies. | have made
testinmony in regard to supporting the efforts to reduce or
el i mnate ocean disposal for the crab fishery. And we are
thrilled to see that you have, in fact, elimnated ocean
di sposal during the channel deepening project. And not
only will that protect the crab fishery, but you' ve al so
determnmi ned to nake beneficial use of that sand through
habi tat restoration, which is very conmendabl e and we're
very supportive of that.

The Port of Kal ama knows about the use
of beneficial sand in the past. Ten years or nore the
Port of Kal ama has used sand to create jobs for people
t hat have been di splaced by our economic woes. |'IlIl just
gi ve you one brief exanple and that is the steel mll that
we have |ocated at the Port of Kalama. The Port of Kal ama
took a big risk, spent about $15 million to build a marine
termnal site. And the return for that risk was a
corporation who provides 260 jobs, $10 nillion annua
payroll, and an increase of the tax base of approxi mately

$1-1/2 mllion, | believe, in that range. Certainly, a
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beneficial use to dredge materi al

The Port of Kal ama has al so been
active in supporting the effort to place sand on Benson
Beach. We all know that it's an alternate -- one of the
many al ternates, maybe, but it's certainly a significant
alternate to ocean disposal of dredge material. Many of
us have been involved in that and have put noney into that
as well as the Corps. W thank the Corps for putting
nmoney into that denonstration project this year

Finally, 1'd like to point out an
exanpl e that was a followup of one, | believe, that Arch
made and this is a recent one, just two weeks ago --
actually, it was a little bit |less than two weeks -- where
two ships back to back at the -- excuse ne -- the Port of
Kal ama el evat or owned and operated by Kal ama Export. They
had two | arge vessels |leave the port with grain headed for
Paki stan -- for both Pakistan and Afghanistan. | believe
those ships left with 62,000 tons, but because the didn't
-- they weren't able to fill because of the 40-foot draft
restriction, they did go up to Puget Sound to pick up
anot her | oad which would take their draft up at | east
two- and-a-half feet. The operator, Steve Oaks, who has
also testified before woul d have been here to tal k about
this tonight but wasn't able to. He wanted ne to tell you

that the nom nal value of that was probably around a
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thing in the Port of Kalama since we have had max vessels
regularly call there. W need to have the channe
deepened and we would like to see it gotten on wth.

Thank you very much.

MS. ABEL: Thank you.

"' mthinking that some people may be
having a little trouble hearing this. Let nme just adjust
this alittle bit.

Now, is that too loud? Is that
better?

kay. Fine.

So let's hear fromour next speaker,
Matt Vann Ess, then Ted Sprague, then Peter Huhtala. MR
VAN ESS: Good evening. M nane is Matt Van Ess. |It's
V-a-n E-s-s. Thank you for the opportunity to coment.

My nane is Matt Van Ess. |'mthe
Executive Director of CREST, the Colunbia Estuary Study
Task Force. Crest is a council of governnents representin
local jurisdictions, cities, counties and ports
surroundi ng the Colunbia River estuary in both Oregon and
Washi ngton. Again, thank you for the opportunity to
conment on the Draft Supplenental Integrated Feasibility
Report, the Environmental |npact Statement of the propose

deepeni ng of the Col unbia and Lower Wl anette R ver
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Federal navi gation channel, the deepening of six turning
basi ns of the designation of new upland, estuary and ocean
di sposal sites, and the ecosystemrestoration features,
i ncluding the project, those |lots here.

At the direction of CREST council
CREST staff analyzed and provi ded conments on the draft
and final EIS's and it's continued to track this proposal
Based on our review of the draft and final EIS's, it was
CREST' s finding that the project could not be done as
proposed without resulting in negative inpacts to the
natural resources and the economies of the comunities
surroundi ng the Col unbia River estuary. CREST also found
that the proposed project violated |ocal regul ations,
State and Federal |aw, including NEPA, which is the O ean
Water Act, Coastal Zone Managenent Act and Endangered
Species Act. W were right. Coastal zone consistency and
water quality certifications were denied by both states
and the National Marine Fisheries Service withdrew their
bi ol ogi cal opinion. The project was sinply denied, the
necessary approvals to nove forward. End of EIS process.
End of project. Well, sometinmes no is just -- doesn't
nean no, does it?

CREST's initial findings also found
accunul ative estuarine inmpacts will result fromthe

project, specifically cunulative inpacts to Dungeness
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crab, snelt, sturgeon, sal nonids, the estuarine food web
and shoreline habitat. These inpacts nust be avoi ded and,
i f unavoi dable, may give

So that was then. So what has changed
since the project was denied? Reconsultation effort was
conducted by the project sponsors, the Corps and the
services. The outcome: Froma |lower river community
standpiont, the project is now worse. The bottomline is
we have a serious map problemwhen it cones to dredgi ng
and di sposing. The current practices on the river and the
pl anning leading up to this point has left us in a
situation where we don't have capacity, we don't have
acceptabl e places or uses for the nmaterial, even for
mai nt enance of the existing channel of the project -- at
the nouth of the Colunbia River project, much | ess
deepeni ng. Ccean di sposal has not been elimnated. W
avoi ded ocean di sposal for maybe a few years dependi ng on
t he outcone of this supplenmental process, but it's stil
part of the project. | just wanted to say that a | ot
earlier this evening. | just wanted to nmake that clear
Ccean di sposal has not been elimn nated.

Qur research shows that Rice I|sland
and Site E for the ocean disposal site at the nouth of the
river are the largest dredge material disposal sites in

the history of dredging the Colunbia. Rice Island is
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reaching capacity and Site E has its own suite of
environnental and safety issues that nmust be addressed
bef ore continued use. Rice Island is reaching capacity.
It's something we really need to address. There is no
long-termsolution for this problem The result is that
we get estuary dunp sites that have not been used for
di sposal previously. Now they' re ecosystemrestoration

CREST is working with the ports, with
the Corps, State agencies and ot her stakehol ders and both
governors' offices on expanding the concept of beneficia
uses of dredge material. This is a concept that everyone
supports -- we've heard that tonight -- and we appreciate
the hard work that it's taken by everyone involved to get
projects |ike Benson Beach, the Puget Island sand pit and
t he Bradwood commercial reuse site off the ground this
summer. We've got a lot nore to do in this area, a |ot
nore to do. There's no funding for Benson Beach next
year. |It's nmy understanding we don't have funding to
continue that project.

We al so support -- CREST al so supports
the potential to use dredge material for the purposes of
restoring habitat. Unfortunately, the two projects
presented invol ved dunping and their | abeled restoration
will result in permanent alteration for the degradation of

the estuary. CREST has stated in early foruns that
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beneficial uses such as restoration needs to be further
expl ored on an experinmental basis with a strong nonitoring
conponent sinilar to the Benson Beach project that was
conducted this summer. MIlions of cubic yards dunped
over two years during construction at Lois Island
enbaynent is not experinmental. [It's not restoring
val uabl e habitat. 1In fact, it's creating shallow water --
by creating shall ow water, the Corps is proposing to
create the one habitat type that has actually grown in the
past century. W have over 4,000 acres of shall ow water
than we did a decade ago -- or a century ago. So we have
an excess of a habitat type that we're creating.

What el se has changed? Well, the --

MS. ABEL: M. Van Ess, you'll need to
concl ude.

MR, VAN ESS: Has it really been five
m nut es?

V5. ABEL: Yes.

MR, VAN ESS: Ww.

What el se has changed? The Wl anette
River's fate. Actually deepening the WIllanette is stil
preaut hori zed. W need to deal with that. W need this
preaut horizati on changed. Sedi nent vol unes have changed.
Agai n, we have a math problem Adapted managenent is part

of the process now. CREST is going to request now and
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(phonetic) conments on water quality certification that
the State agencies be equally involved in any proposed
adaptive managenent framework that is used to attenpt
proj ect approval .

MS. ABEL: Thank you, M. Van Ess.

MR. VAN ESS: Thank you.

MS. ABEL: Can you subnmit your witten
not es?

MR VAN ESS: |'Il be submtting ny
witten coments. Thank you.

M5. ABEL: Thank you very nuch.

Ted Sprague and then Peter Hulitala,
and then | have soneone whose first name | can't read
The last nane is Rogers. You were 12th on the sign-up
l[ist. Let's see who that is.

Go right ahead, M. Sprague. MR
SPRAGUE: Good evening. |1'm Ted Sprague. |'mthe -- oh
sorry. S-p-r-a-g-u-e. I'mthe President of Cowitz
Econoni ¢ Devel opnment Council and | appreciate the
opportunity to conment tonight. | also appreciate the

work that you've done in finding solutions for this

econonmi c i ssue and al so for the environnmental issues that

you faced on this project. At the Cowitz Economic

54

Devel opnent Council, | represent over 200 nenbers that are
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private nmenbers. W are not for profit group and we've
been in existence since 1979.

Unfortunately, Southwest Washi ngton
has been | eading the area, the country in unenploynent for
the past two years. Washington and Oregon itself have
been nunber one and number two in the United States in
unenmpl oynment for the past 10 consecutive nonths. W | ook
to probably retain those titles of nunber one and two in
this comng nmonth. 1It's not a race we want to finish
first in, but, unfortunately, we have been. | |ook at
this project as a job retention project. Additionally,
Cow itz County alone has |ost over 4,000 jobs in the past
two years. Leading the way with Longvi ew Al umi num we've
| ost 950 high paying jobs in that firmalone. The current
unenpl oynment rate over 10 percent. And one of the things
that is so inportant -- it's been nmentioned earlier -- is
t he t housands upon thousands of jobs that are not only
directly related to the Colunbia River nmaritine trade, but
al so those that are indirectly related to the trade. |
won't go into those. You heard that already.

Additionally, | recently returned from
a trade mission to Japan and Korea with Governor Lock in
whi ch we heard again and again the inportance of inport
and export trade to the states of Washington and O egon

specifically into Washington. That is only going to
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increase inits inmportance. And if we do not get on the
channel deepening project, we will remain stagnant and,
eventual ly, begin to fall behind in that inportant reign
We cannot afford any additional job losses in this region
We sinply can't. W need to get going on this project. It
has been studied since 1989 and a | ot of good work has
been done. | appreciate your work and | hope you can
continue on with this project in the near future.

Thank you.

M5. ABEL: Thank you.

Peter Hulitala, nmystery person Rogers,
and then I think we night have another sheet coming up
too. |If anyone is coming in that wants to speak that has
not signed up, you can do that over by the front door
Thank you.

Go ahead.

MR, HUHTALA: H . M nanme is Peter
Huhtal a. That's Hu-h-t-a-1-a. And |I'mthe Executive

Director of the Col unbi a Deepeni ng Opposition G oup

Thanks for the chance to conment tonight. | want to cover
a couple matters and then I'll read a bit fromm witten
st at enent .

First of all, I'd |like to, once again

ask for a bit of extension on the comrent period for a few

reasons. One, there hasn't been a hearing schedul ed at al
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in Portland, Oregon, specifically, and | think -- and
know for a fact there's a whole |ot of people in the
Portland area very interested in this project. There's
also quite a few lower river fishernen, especially sonme of
t he ocean guys and sal non people that are getting back
fromAl aska that really haven't had a chance to | ook at

t he docunmentation and get ready to testify and | think
they're inportant. Third, there's a matter of errata that
was just distributed dated August 26, materials that
shoul d have been included in the DEIS that weren't, and
expect that the review period should be extended possibly
because of the late release of that material. And,
finally, on the -- this matter of this -- these technica
revi ew panel s that have | ooked at the Corps' costs and
benefits back at the begi nning of August, the report from
the technical review panel has yet to be released and |I'm

sure we're all waiting for that. But nobst inportant --

nost relevant, | think, is the public should have a chance
to take a look at that. | think the -- on both the costs
and benefits. W nmay |learn sonething that -- really

i mportant that the public -- menbers of the public may
want to -- you know, however they really feel about the
project they want to share. So | suggest actually a
two- nont h ext ensi on of the coment period -- or at |east

two nmonths since the errata was rel eased.
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W' ve heard a bit about jobs and
think I'"lIl talk on that. | really would like to
under stand what this project neans for jobs, really,
because we hear these 40,000, 59,000 figures. Wat does
that really nmean? And based what | read, the Corps
expects the sanme nunber -- pretty nuch the same nunber of
transits of the river whether the channel is deepened or
not. However, the technical review panel seened to
suggest that -- the benefits of this action suggested a
hi gh probability that fewer container ships would call on
Portland if, in fact, the channel were deepened. 1'd like
to understand what that neans. Fewer transits, | presung,
woul d reduce | ongshore jobs. On the other hand, we may
see increased tonnage because of the deeper channel and
maybe noving the nore tonnage woul d increase jobs. |
would Iike to see a full analysis that, you know --
basically, we're all aware that thousands of jobs relate
to maritine progress in this river system although al nost
all of these jobs would not be affected by channe
deepeni ng.

VWhat | do know is that many jobs woul d
be lost in -- due to environnental degradation and reduced
fishing opportunities. Wen we have reduced fishing
opportunities -- | come froma town that's built on

fishing and | ogging. The inpacts of the salnon and crab
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fishery would not only hurt the fisheries but would reduce
enpl oyment in processing and supply and rel ated servi ces.
So it seens -- fromwhere |'mstanding, it seens |ike we
have a net | oss of jobs should we go forward with this and
I"d really like that nade clear and -- so that we can get
past the rhetoric and really cone to understand what this
means. Wth that said, 1'll engage in a little rhetoric.

Many peopl e have worked for 10, 12, 14
years to make this project a reality. And -- and | think
nost people are realizing this probably isn't going to
happen. Lots of good work has been done. And we can use
some of the -- sone of the good work that's been done.
The Colunmbia will continue to be a gateway in
international trade. |Its ports can be proud as they rol
wi th the dynam ¢ changes of congress, but this is not the
river of one industry. Sone love it for recreation, sone
for its electricity, some drink the spirit of its use,
others just nake a living pulling its fish. Wlconme to a
paradi gm shift. Anericans val ue special places like the
Col umbi a Ri ver estuary. This is no |onger the northwest
passage with a waterfall. |It's critical habitat for
sal non and people alike. The projects --

Anyway, I'll wind this up. Again, |
want to speak to appreciation for the -- the support for

beneficial uses of dredge naterial and | want to continue
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to work with the Corps in finding real useful beneficia
uses. | certainly don't think the Lois enbaynment or the
MIler-Pillar sites are beneficial uses whatsoever, but we
all have the chall enge, whether this project goes forward
to not, to find good uses for that sand and nove forward
in a positive manner.

MS. ABEL: Thank you. | apol ogize for
nm spronounci ng your nane.

MR, HUHTALA: It's happened before

once.
MS. ABEL: Qur next speaker is -- |
cannot read the first name -- Rogers. 1s that person
here?
MR, ROGERS: Yes.
MS. ABEL: Sorry.
After that will be Brent Foster and
Paul ViKk.

MR, ROGERS: Do you want nme to spel
nmy first name?
MS. ABEL: At least say it for us.
MR, ROGERS: My nane is Lonny Rogers
-- Captain Lonny Rogers. |'ma Colunbia River pilot.
MS. ABEL: Thank you.
MR ROGERS: |'mthe Treasurer and the

acting Vice-president of 46 river pilots who direct the
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shi ps up and down the Col unmbi a River.

I"mhere to speak for Captain Phi
Massey who would normally be here this evening. He
couldn't come, so they asked ne to stand in for him |I'm
happy to do so. Most of these remarks are Phil's remarks,
but | added a few of nmy own, so bear with ne.

First, I would like to comrent on the
practical aspects of a deeper channel as it relates to
safety, efficiency and to bank effects of ship handling.
A deeper channel not only allows for the passage of
| arger, nore econonic ships but, also, there is an
enhanced margi n of safety for ships that presently call on
our ports. For exanple, tankers that call on Portland
often arrive at drafts of approximately 36 feet. This
provi des a mi ni num bottom cl earance on sone sections of
the route that are approximately four feet. A 43-foot
channel woul d al nost doubl e the normal tanker bottom
cl earance. Tanker hull design generally nakes them nore
difficult to steer with | ess water under them Additiona
wat er greatly inmproves their handling characteristics.
This is particularly true when two deep ships with w dths
of over 100 feet are nmeeting in a 600-foot w de channel
The hydrodynam c effects created between two ships can be
extreme and a deeper channel will greatly reduce those

hazards. Sinply put, the nore water, the nore safety and,
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therefore, the | ess chance of casualty to the vessel and
to the environnent.

A deeper channel will stop the slide
of Colunbia River ports into second class port states
whi ch may have been brought on by years of channe
deepeni ng wangling. Second class ports get a diet of
second cl ass ships, older, less reliable, nore polluting
and poor weight characteristics. W have a terrific
safety record on the Colunbia River, but the ship that
| ost power and steering and crashed into the new dock at
Kal ama was an old tranper on its last legs. W know that

ol der, less efficient container ships and car carrier sh

62

p

hull's can create nore wei ght problens and that nore nodern

ships generally avoid this by inproved hull design. W

know t hat ol der ships generally have | ess efficient

engi nes which tend to pollute the air at higher rates than

nore nodern ships. W prefer not to have these obsol ete
shi ps naking the bul k of our ship traffic.

To those of us who are concerned about
bank erosion, the fact is that |arger ships don't
necessarily cause or increase bank erosion. Long tine
observers shoul d know t hat nost bank problens are due to
the relentless effects of the river due to high water
periods and the tides nore than the nonentary effects of

passi ng ship. However, in places where ship passage is
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exacerbated, the natural erosion, newer ships will be an
i nprovenent. Because of fuel costs and the need for
qui cker transits, ship owners have concentrated on
buil ding ship hulls which are nore slippery and nore
efficient. Those inprovenents greatly reduce the
di spl acenent swells which we all find so objectionable.
Second, as the Colunbia River
denonstrates to the world that it is truly open for
busi ness, just remenber the fact that the nost efficient
way to nove cargo, especially bulk cargo, is to and from
the furthest inland point of distribution possible. It is
because of the inland ports of the Colunbia R ver provide
t hat uni queness -- that is, the head waters of deep draft
commer ci al navigation -- that we are here tonight. W
nmust nake the best use of this opportunity to remain
environnental ly and econonmically healthy. A strong
conmmi tnment by you will not only enhance our infrastructure
but al so our comunities. W nust continue to invest --
I"msorry. W nmust continue to invest in our future by
attracting these new state of the art ships -- state of
art ships. | respectfully submt full ahead. Thank you.
M5. ABEL: Thank you.
Next we have Brent Foster, Paul Vik
and then |I believe it's Vinton Ericksen

CGo right ahead.
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MR, FOSTER: Good evening. M nane is
Brent Foster. I'man attorney with Col unbia R ver Keeper
Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.

Col unbi a River Keeper has a nunber of
signi ficant concerns about the proposed dredgi ng project
and nore specifically about the supplenental EIS. W're
concer ned because this project would basically strip mne
ariver that's already struggling to nmaintain nany of its
native species at nere survival levels. At a tinme when
nmassi ve restoration i s needed, when nassive inprovenents
in water quality are needed, this project would appear to
continue a history of degradation. W appreciate the
restoration projects. W appreciate the fact that these
have entered into the project proposal. But we're
concerned that in light of the Corps' history of nanaging
the Colunbia River nore |like a navigation highway and nore
i ke an industrial powerhouse than a river, that these
mtigation neasures are not going to conpensate for the
i npacts that this project will have either on habitat,
water quality or the viability of salnon. The
suppl enental EI'S does not adequately assess the effects
that this project is going to have on salnmon or a host of
ot her native species such as the Pacific Lanprey. These
species are inmportant not only now but they've been

i mportant for al nmost 10,000 years to the humans who have
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l'ived here.

The supplemental EIS also fails to
answer adequately the question of what's going to happen
with the decades of toxic contam nations such as PCB's and
ot her substances which get stirred up as a result of
dredgi ng. These will end up in downstream conmunities.
They will be reput into the water columm. They will be
bi oaccunul ated by fish, which are used by a host of people
who rely on fish, not only for purposes of food but as
wel |l as recreation, for religious and a host of other
pur poses. The inpacts of dredge spoils in both the
terrestrial habitats as well as the aquatic habitats has
not been adequately described in neeting the requirenents
of NEPA, the C ean Water Act or the Endangered Species
Act .

We're al so fundanentally concerned
about the econonic assunption which have gone on -- gone
into the -- forns the basis of this project. W're highly
concerned about local jobs. W're very synpathetic to
hi gh unenpl oynment rates both in Washi ngton and Oregon and
we strongly support efforts that are going to maintain and
even expand uni on jobs such as the ones which are
responsi ble for working at the docks. However, there is a
host of people, a host of fanmlies and a host of jobs

whi ch have been affected by the nmanagenent and will
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continue to be affected by the nmanagenent on the Col unbia
River. There are literally hundreds, if not thousands, of
fishing famlies which today continue to exist upon with
t he assistance of the federal governnent and through
wel fare, food stanps, you name it, because of the result
of the crashing of the Colunbia River sal non, which can
be, in many ways, directly attributed to the action past
and continuing of the Corps of Engineers. Tribal nenbers
have been unable to carry out some of their nost basic
rituals which surround -- which surround and are based on
sal non because of the |oss of sal mon which has been, in
many ways, caused by not only -- not only Corps dam
managenent activity but also just the running of the river
for navigation.

Because of the string of reports from
across the country that have raised serious questions as
to how the Corps perfornms its cost benefit analysis and
even the re -- we appreciate the reanal ysis of the coast
benefit nunbers that have been rel eased as a part of this
El S. However, we think that an independent cost benefit
anal ysis woul d be highly beneficial and is inportant not
just to justify this project but in order for the Corps to
regain credibility that it has lost not only in Congress
but throughout the country.

This supplemental EIS is also flawed
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because of its failure to adequately evaluate the indirect
and accumul ative effects fromexotic species that are a
wel | - known and wel | -recogni zed and significant indirect
effect from shipping. Despite countless invasions by
bal | ast water, some of themextrenmely dramatic in the
Great Lakes, San Francisco and el sewhere, there's still no
effort in the Colunbia River to even have a teamor an
effort that will quickly respond to treat and control an
exotic species invasion if it occurred today. If the
zebra nmussels canme in today, there's still no detailed
plan. There's no funding in place to actively address
such a threat. The EIS should fully address adverse
environnental effects that are going to result from
bringi ng bigger ships in that can carry nore ballast water
and di scharge even nore ballast water than is currently
bei ng di scharged into the Colunbia. Because of these
concerns and many ot hers that are addressed in our
comments, we still don't believe this project -- we don't
believe this project conplies with NEPA, the C ean Water
Act, Coastal Zone Managenent, ESA, and a host of other
State and Federal statutes. Equally inportant is we
sinply don't believe that there's the evidence to show at
this point that the project is worth either the

envi ronnental or econonic costs.

Thank you for your tine.
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Paul Vik, Vinton Ericksen and Warren

68

Banks.

MR VIK. M nane is Paul Vik, |ast
nane V-i-k. I'ma resident of Puget Island. 57 years |'ve
lived there. | live on a waterfront | ot on East Sunny

Sands, what used to be your disposal site, river nile

43.8. This is a piece of property that -- a piece of a

farmthat my granddad purchased in 1913 and before the
i sland was diked. | also owned 15 acres of the Vik
property that you have your eye on for upland disposa
site.

Over the years, | have seen a nunber

of problens with ship wakes, erosion, damage to noorage

facilities, that kind of thing. And there has been

difficulty in collecting for any kind of liability on

these things, whether it be a catastrophic type of event
or it be the normal wear and tear that each ship goes by
and causes you 10 cents in damage. And we're told that

each ship is responsible -- ship owner is responsible for

t he wake damage that the ship mght cause. How do you
collect 10 cents froma ship owner? So then over the
years, we've seen beach nourishnment and the |and that
have has been protected by beach nourishment. And the

Ohrberg beach property on the area on the | ower end of

Longview-68



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

69

Puget Island and the river fronts on the Oregon side
across fromus there, a little grove, those kinds of
pl aces, and we have conme to feel that -- that -- | know
that the reason that the sand was put there was not to
protect us, but we have felt that is a formof protection
and we have -- we have been happy with it. And when this
43-f oot channel project was proposed, we thought that now
we're going to get sand. They're going to have to have a
pl ace to put the sand. W were shocked to find out that
that's not part of the proposal for a nunber of reasons.
And this is what we would like to have is some sand. Not
every year, but maybe every five, six, eight years, ten
years, sonething |like that.

Now, the -- Kent Martin nentions about
salnon in the deeper parts of the river. Kent was a year
ahead of ne in school back in the '60's back in high
school. And we were yelling at our kids and anobng the
yelling at your kids, if your dad had a drift right in the
slimdrift in the Skamokawa -- that was 90 feet deep in
t hose days -- you were at the top of the heap. But ny dad

didn't have a drift right there.

So the -- another kind of anusing
thing I noticed in the -- in the suppl enental inpact
statenment was that there will be no ocean dunping in

Wahki akum County and | was certainly relieved to | earn
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t hat .

Anyway, the matter of liability is ny
mai n concern. Nothing has changed in the -- in the
supplenent. And I've witten a lot of letters, been to a

| ot of neetings, spoke at these hearings, and you've nade

it easy because all | have to do for witten comments is

the letters are in the conmputer. W' |l change the dates

and send themin because -- the comments are still valid.
Thank you.

M5. ABEL: Thank you.

Vinton Erickson, Warren Banks and then
J. Mchael Zachary.

MR, ERI CKSON: Good eveni ng, Col one
and | adies. My nane is Vinton Erickson spelled
E-r-i-c-k-s-o0-n. 1'ma farnmer in Vancouver, Washington

| amrepresenting the Washi ngton State Farm Bureau here

tonight. I1'malso, for what it's worth, a county
president for Cark and Cowitz County FarmBureau. 1'd
like to speak on a positive note. | think npst everything

here has been very positive and | don't need to rehash
everything that's been said. A few negative words, but I
guess you have to have sone of that.

| guess ny najor concern would be if
we -- and I've lived here 73 years nyself in the same

house. | guess | haven't gone too far, though I worked
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for Uncle Samfor a couple years during Korea tine. But |

guess |'mvery concerned, though, that transportati on has

changed a | ot over the years. |In other words, the horse
and buggy thing to the trucks or the ships on the -- in
the water. And whether -- if we still stay back in the

horse and buggy days, we're going to go nowhere. And it's
very inmportant, | think, to use the transportation that we
have on the Colunbia River. R ght now we -- you know,
we're losing some big ships. And it seens kind of stupid
to think that in the world travel today in shipping that
the big ships can't cone in -- conme in on the Col unbia

Ri ver, which is one of the major rivers that we have on
the West Coast, that they can't conme in and fill up
conpletely. And to think of all the extra things that have
to be done to go to the next port, have to go to Seattle
or wherever, San Franci sco or wherever they have to go to,
you can alnost relate that to a trucker going across
country. He could have a Tallase Ford (phonetic) or if he
has a big rig. He gets to the site and he comes back and
they say, "l can't give you a full load. You'll have to
go 500 nmiles to the south to finish it out.” |It's about

-- tone, it's a no brainer what we're trying to do. |
know t he port has worked hard on it and | know t he work
you fol ks have done is great when we can make sonet hi ng of

it. 1'dlike to see it go ahead. Thank you
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MS. ABEL: Thank you.

Warren Banks, then J. M chael Zachary,
then Allen La Tourrette.

MR, BANKS: Good eveni ng, Col onel and
nmenbers of the Corps, staff. M nane is Warren Banks.
I'mthe Executive Director of the Colunbia River bar
pilots, an organi zation of 20 Colunbia River bar pilots,
and |' m speaking on their behal f.

Si nce 1846, the Col unbia R ver bar
pil ots have been an integral part of the river highway
known as the Colunbia River. The river is a key part of
the transportation infrastructure in the region and points
east. The ships have grown in size and draft. The
Col unbi a River has been deepened over the years in order
to maintain the economic viability of the businesses and

i ndi vidual s who depend upon it. W are now at another

crossroads. |In order to maintain the conpetitiveness of
the Colunmbia River for all its comrercial users, the
channel rmust be deepened 43 feet. In our view, not to do

so woul d erode the ability of the Colunbia River to offer
conpetitive transportation to its users. This would have
a negative economic ripple effect on the region that is
nearly inpossible to calcul ate.

Two illustrations come readily to

mnd. First, sone ships will not -- will find it not
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economi cally feasible to call on Colunbia R ver ports as
they will not be able to utilize their capacities.
I ndeed, this is happening to sone extent now. And river
i nfrastructure has exhausted its nonstructura
alternatives. Secondly, as fewer ships call on the
Col unbi a River ports, the cost of doing so will be spread
out over fewer ships thus making alternative ports a nore
conpetitive option.

Washi ngton is the nost trade dependent
state and Oregon ranks sixth as the nost trade dependent
state in the country. Thousands of businesses in our
region rely on the Colunbia River systemfor internationa
trade. The Colunbia River is highly inportant to nany

parts of Washington state, Oregon, |daho and other states

as well. It is no accident that the Colunbia River is the
nunber two green -- excuse nme -- exporting highway in the
wor | d.

Qovi ously, of concern to us is the
protection of the environnment and ecosystenms. Qur job is
to pilot ships in a safe, efficient and reliabl e manner
Safety includes protection of the environment. W are not
experts in the types of environnent and ecosystem
di scussi ons whi ch have surrounded this project. However,
we support all efforts that would resolve all outstanding

envi ronnent and ecosystem i ssues.
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It appears that by law, the cost
benefit study conducted by the Corps is conservative in
both costs and benefits. For exanple, it does not take
into consideration a nmulti-port analysis. Anbng other
t hings, such a study takes into account the additiona
cost a current shipper would incur if the shipper did not
have access to the Colunbia River highway. These benefits
are not in the current cost benefit analysis done by the
Corps. Nor does the analysis take into consideration the
addi ti onal cost to be borne by the shipper or recipient of
goods if it has to add additional days on to a schedule to
get a product to or froma port not on the Col unbia River.

In summary, we view the channel
deepening project as critical to the continuing viability
of large scale naritinme conmerce on the river which enable
shi ppers and inporters to get their goods to market in a
manner which allows themto be conpetitive.

Thank you for this opportunity to be
here tonight.

M5. ABEL: Thank you.

J. Mchael Zachary, then Allen La
Tourrette and then Dave Hunt.

MR, ZACHARY: Good evening. M/ nane
is Mke Zachary, Z-a-c-h-a-r-y.

In last week's journal "Conmerce
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Weekly," it discussed the coming of the 10,000 to 12,000
TWU -- that's 20-foot equivalent -- vessel com ng on
board. Wiile the probability of this size vessel plying
the Colunbia is renpte, the cascading effect that these
vessels will have in the world' s container fleet will have
a significant inpact on the ports of the Lower Col unbia
Ri ver.

|'ve been earning ny living in
maritime industry for nore than 20 years as an engi neer
and as a consultant. |'ve been directly responsible for
nore than 62 strategic naster plans for deep water ports
t hroughout the world. |'ve designed, constructed and
provi ded operational analysis of nore than 300 naritine
term nals worldwi de. Every one of those terminals require
not only road and rail access but al so water access, the
three | egs of the tripod.

The deepening of the Col unbia should
be no different than the dredging required for the Port of
New Yor k/ New Jersey, the Port of Oakland, the Port of
Houston, the Port of Manm or any port in the United
States that is serving as a maritime facility for the
noverent of cargo and people. The fact of the matter is
the fleet of container vessels and the bul k vessel fleet
is growng in terms of size of the vessel. As the 5,000

to 7,000 TVU vessels cone online, they, in fact, replace
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the smaller 3500 to 5,000 TVU vessels on the sane route.
These vessels will, in turn, replace the smaller vessels
presently calling on the ports of the Lower Col unbia
River. The same holds true for both vessels as we heard
about the grain. This cascading effect is with which
open ny conmrents. | also concur with the bar -- excuse ne
-- the river pilots -- the captain's coments that if the
ships aren't able to cascade, you will get the second and
third tier |evel ships.

Point, the larger vessels require
deeper channels. Cargo is like water. It will flowto
the Port of |east resistance. At this point in tinme, it
is easier for cargo to flowto Seattle, Taconm, Qakland or
the San Pedro Bay ports of Los Angel es and Long Beach.
Both the containerized cargo increasing at an annual
growm h rate in excess of 7 percent and containerizable
cargo -- that is cargo that didn't use containers in the
past but now does -- that's increasing at 4 or 5 percent
per year. It won't be long before all these ports have
reached a capacity and the least resistible path will be
t he Col unbi a River.

A good exanmple: Wat's happening in
the Port of New York and New Jersey and the Port of Long
Beach? They're going to spend nmore than $2 billion to

raise two bridges to do nothing nore than allow the bigger

Longview-76



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

77

vessels transit their ports. As taxpayers, that's your
money and it's ny noney. | would just as soon see ny tax
dol lars spent here at honme to protect ny ports from
becom ng obsol et e.

Anot her good exanple, the Port of San
Francisco was in the early 1970's the | argest contai ner
port on the West Coast. In 1998, it did not nove one
single | oaded container. Two of the three | egs of the
tripod, the highway and rail access |egs, were deened
i nadequate by the maritinme community and the port coul dn't
do anything and the cargo di sappeared. Please, don't |et
t hat happen to the water access leg to the Lower Col unbia
ports. Wthout that access, needing a deeper channel, the
cargo that noves to the Lower Colunbia will go el sewhere
and our ports will die.

Thank you.

M5. ABEL: W only have two nore
people left to speak, so we're going to go ahead and
conpl ete that.

Al'len La Tourrette and then Dave hunt.

MR, LA TOURRETTE: Hello. M nane is
Allen La Tourrette, L-a T-o0-u-r-r-e-t-t-e, and | represent
Steel scape. We're located on the north Port of Kal ana.
It's been mentioned a fewtines -- Mke -- that's the one

where the ship crashed into the dock there.
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Sone of the coments earlier by the
river pilots representative and M. Sprague, Steel scape
and nysel f, we support the deepening of the channel and
for the various reasons. One, we do care about our
peopl e, our community, environment and, utnost, we pride
oursel ves on safety. And |'ve been aboard a few of these
ol der ships and, believe ne, they're not very safe. And
we tal ked about sone of the environnental inpacts should
something go awy at the wong time in one of those
vessels. | think the environnental inpact would be far
greater than anything that we can i magi ne and the risks
are very great there. The newer ships definitely are
safer, nore efficient. It's going to be vital to the
future of the econony here 10, 15 years down the road as
t hese ol der ships are retired. W won't have any ot her
options but to provide for these |arger ships to cone
through and that's -- the trickle down econony is just
trenendous.

We recently purchased a facility in
the bay area in Richnond, California and we operate
another facility out of Rancho Cucanobnga in Southern
California. |'mthe transportati on manager and | have to
deal with nmoving product in and out of those facilities
and infrastructures to support the shipping is reaching

capacity there. This is a prime opportunity and a | oca
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conmunity that can support that and we can take advant age
of it. And as long as we can do that and mninize any
negative inpacts, we're in support of it.

That's all | have. Thanks. Ms. ABEL:
Thank you. Dave Hunt.

MR HUNT: M/ nanme is Dave Hunt. |
serve as the Executive Director of the Colunbia R ver
Channel Coalition and | have a letter that was passed on
to us by soneone who couldn't be here tonight, the
Presi dent of the Washington State Labor Council. 'l
just read part of that and then I'Il submt the full thing
into the record for your use. |It's fromRi ck Bender, the
Presi dent of the Washington State Labor Council

"On behal f of the Washington State
Labor Council and its 450,000 affiliated union menbers, |
want to thank you for providing this opportunity to
coment on the Draft Supplenental Feasibility Report and
ElI S for the Colunbia Ri ver channel deepening project.
It's vitally inmportant to the econom c and environnenta
health of our region. At this point it is clear that this
project can and should nove forward in order to benefit
the Col unbia River's econony and environment. The
Col unbi a River navigation channel nust be deepened in
order to maintain the vitality of the transportation route

and our region's trade based econony particularly during
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these difficult economic tines. This project has broad
base support from | abor unions. Over 40,000 |ocal famly
wage jobs are dependent on and anot her 59, 000 Nort hwest
jobs are positively influenced by Colunbia River maritine
comrerce. | urge you to conplete the necessary steps to
insure that the Col unbia River channel deepening project
noves forward so that we all may begin to realize the
benefits of its conpletion."

Since the card is not up, though, I
t hought | also might take this opportunity to really
clarify several issues on the public record that have cone
up tonight because | think it's inportant that we have
clarity on these issues as you nove forward.

First of all, the concerns that have
been raised related to fewer jobs. |If there was any
potential of fewer jobs, this project would not be so

strongly supported by the Washi ngton State Labor Counci

and the Oregon AFL-CIO. | think that is self-evident,
that that concern is just not founded. |In terns of the
| ack of concern for the lower river, | think there has

been a lot of concern. And at one point it was stated on
the public record that there is no concern for anything
that is down river fromLongview Cearly, there are
chal l enges related to lack of rail, lack of freeway, |ack

of land that is devel opable in sone | ower conmunities, but
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I think if you just look at the work that has been done by
the Corps, by the services, by the port sponsors, by
el ected officials |ike sone of those represented here
tonight in Senator Patty Murray and Congressnen Brian
Baird, there has been a clear conmitnent to address
concerns in the lower river. One concern that was raised
was that there is not noney set aside next year for Benson
Beach. And, in fact, | think it's inportant to note that
t he Senate has passed an appropriations bill that -- the
appropriations conmttee has funding. To do a second year
of denpnstration project at Benson Beach woul d be strongly
supported. But additional work on Puget Island and with
the I ower port conmunities and with the three ports on the
Oregon side working together, |I think there is a clearly
denonstrated concern for |ower river concerns, even when
they really have nothing to do with channel deepening in
many cases.

Concern about the WIllanette being
part of this project, | think it needs to be clearly
stated on the record that the Wllanmette River is not
funded, is not permtted, and those -- the funds are not
bei ng sought and the pernmits are not being sought. This
i s about the Col unbia R ver.

Concern rai sed about ocean di sposal

still being in the project. | think it is also inportant
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to note on the record, as we read the suppl enental report,
t hat ocean disposal is elimnated. Ocean disposal for
construction of this project is elimnated if this
proposal mnmoved forward as it is in the supplenenta
report. And we are very supportive of that and
appreciative of the good work of the Corps and the
services to make that happen.

Concern that this project won't
happen. | think the exact opposite is clear. Huge
progress has been nade through this supplenental report
and other ways. Concerns have been addressed and the
construction of this project is clearly warranted at this
point and clearly in sight.

Concern about |ack of time to comrent
on this project. | think -- | really appreciate that the
Cor ps bent over backwards. | think I'mcorrect in saying
that you proactively extended what's nornally a 45-day
conment period into 60 days. And | think that was w se
since this is an inportant project, but that -- I think
that provides lots of adequate tine to comment.

The final comment | would make is |
think this really is a choice for us: Are we going to
nove forward or are we going to fall back? And if you
| ook at every elenment of this project, whether it's

related to cost effective transportation, whether it's
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related to access of businesses, access for products,
whether it's related to jobs, whether it's related to
accessing federal dollars in sort of econonic devel oprment
in our region, and whether it's related to ecosystem
restoration, none of those will occur unless this project
goes forward. And in order to really continue noving
forward, we need this project. If we don't have it, then
every one of those areas, trade, business, devel oprent,
jobs, access to Federal noney and ecosystemrestoration
we're going to fall back. And so our coalition would
certainly encourage you to keep noving forward.

Thank you.

MS. ABEL: Thank you. W've cone to
the end of the list of the people who signed up for ora
testinmony tonight. | want to thank you all for your
t hought ful coments here and | want to turn the neeting
back over to Col onel Hobernicht.

COLONEL HOBERNICHT:  Well, | want to
thank you all for comng and | know you're all busy. It's
getting late here, 8 o'clock, so this concludes the
nmeeti ng. Thanks for com ng

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ngs were

concl uded at 8:00 p.m)
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ASTCRI A, OREGON,
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 2002

6: 04 P. M

CCOLONEL HOBERNI CHT:  Thank you for
comng today. M nane is Richard Hobernicht. |'mthe new
district engineer for the Portland District, US. Arny
Corps of Engineers. This is our second visit to the | ower
river since the beginning of this process. | recognize
some of you from our Warrenton neeting in July. For those
of you | have not nmet, please take a nonent later to
i ntroduce yourself. 1'mlooking forward to visiting each

of the communities on the |lower river in the weeks and

months to come. This public hearing, like the one |ast
week in Longview, will be run with the aid of a
prof essional noderator. | wll have sone introductory

remarks in a few mnutes, but at this tine I'd like to
turn the neeting over to Charles Wggins to get us

start ed. MR WGAENS: H. M nane

is Charles Wggins. And thanks very much for conming to
this public neeting. 1'ma professional nediator and
facilitator and the U. S. Arny Corps of Engi neers has asked
nme to be the noderator for tonight's neeting. |I'mnot a
staff nenber of any agency. | don't have any interest in

the outcone today. M/ only concern is that we run a fair
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and inpartial hearing -- neeting tonight so that all of
you will have the opportunity to hear fromthe Corps of
Engi neers about their proposal and, nore inportantly, for
themto hear fromyou about your conmments regarding this
particul ar project. | know you have many opini ons and
many i nportant points to make and | want to assure you
that we'll provide the best process possible so you can
nmake t hose points heard to governnent officials.

Let ne nmake sure that we're all at the
right place. This is a place in which the Arnmy Corps of
Engi neers is going to give an overview of the status of
t he proposed Col unbi a River Channel | nprovenent Project
and to listen to what you say about that, so if that's not
why you're here, you might want to think about where you
should be. If that is what you want to do, then you're
certainly in the right place.

We're going to give you an opportunity
first to hear briefly fromthe Corps of Engi neers about
the status of the inprovenments to the existing 40-foot
Col unbi a River Federal navigation channel and al so the
docunent that's being prepared -- it's called the Draft
Suppl emrental Integrated Feasibility Report and
Envi ronnental |npact Statenent. They have prepared this
and hope that you will feel free to give your conmments

both orally and in witing should you choose to do so.
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Al of your oral testinony will be transcribed by our
court reporter and will be made a part of the record here.
If you're providing witten comments, you can either |eave
them at the back of the room-- they will be collected at
that time -- or you can subnmit themto the Arny Corps of
Engi neers. | believe there's an address where you can
submit that in the materials for today. And if not, you
can talk to anyone fromthe Arny Corps and get the address
of where you can subnit those materials. The materials
will be accepted by the Corps at any tinme through
Sept enber 15th, any tine through Septenber 15th. So you
have sone tine after tonight's hearing to prepare witten
materials and submit them if you'd |iKke.

Let me suggest just a couple of
adm nistrative details. W're going to start today with
some brief conments from Col onel R chard Hobernicht.
You've already net him He's the district engineer for
the Portland District, which we're in now, of the U S.
Arnmy Corps of Engineers. And then he's going to introduce
Laura Hicks, who is on the Army Corps staff, to give you a
brief presentation about where we are and what the status
is of this project right now.

W' ve scheduled this neeting to end at
9 o'clock. W have this roomuntil 9 o'clock, so that's

our deadline. Each individual who would Iike to speak
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will be given five mnutes to nmake your comments to the
panel of Army Corps representatives here. W'IlIl probably
take a break at sone tine to give everybody a chance to
stretch or do whatever else you need to do and then we'l|l
resume back here. There is a drop off box, | guess, at
the back for witten coments.

Let me discuss just several ground
rules for this neeting that I'd |like to have adhered to.
It's been ny experience that neetings run well and you get
heard and the Army Corps will have the opportunity to
listen if we follow these and so I'd ask for your -- for
your participation. First, people will be called upon to

give witten testinony in the order in which you signed up

on the sheets that were outside. |f anybody in here would
like to give witten -- or oral testinony, you can do so
at any tine before the conclusion of the -- of the
session. CGo out, sign your nane on the list and you'll be

-- you'll be heard in the order in which you signed up
If there are any elected public officials in the room
they' Il be recognized first. | don't know whether there
are. If you would identify yourselves -- if there is one
and you want to speak now, that's great. Qherw se, we'll
t ake everyone in order.

G ound rul e nunber two: M hope is

that everyone will treat one another with respect. It's
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clear that we have divergent opinions about this
particul ar subject. We're -- |'m hopeful that we'll
recogni ze the right of everyone to their opinions and to
be heard. So in order to do that, I'd recommend that we
try to keep side conversations and conments to a mini num
One of the things that's tricky in this roomis that
there's no m crophone and our court reporter will struggle
if there's a lot of noise in the room W want to nake
sure that she gets the material down verbatimand I'd |ike
to make sure that | run a nmeeting that's as fair to all of
you as i s possible.

"Il call three names and that will be
the first person to speak, the second person to speak and
the third person to speak. |If you'd forma line right
about here so we have three people, one speaking and two
ready to go, it would really expedite this as nmuch as
possi bl e.

Renenber too today that we're not
after a consensus. W're not going to take a vote. This
is a neeting in which you' re being given an opportunity to
speak to the Corps about matters that we know are
i mportant to you and inportant for the Corps to hear as
wel |, so please respect that opportunity that all of us
have. Because of tine constraints and because of the

structure of this nmeeting, there will be no responses to
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the direct public testinony. The responses wll be
reflected in the final report that will be issued. Five
mnutes is the time limt. That tinme is your own. You
can't -- this is not the British Parlianment, so you can't
give your time to anyone else. Everyone in the room who
wi shes to speak will have five minutes. And if you're
speaki ng as the representative of a group, we would
appreciate it if you would identify that group. And
there's no doubl e dipping, so you can't speak for five

m nutes as the representative of a group and then cone

back and speak as an individual, if you would, please.

So what will happen to all of your
conments? The Corps will review the comments that are
submitted in witing. It will reviewthe transcripts from
the public testinony. They'll consider all of the

i nfornmati on that you give for the inprovenent of the
Col unbi a Ri ver Federal navigation channel, specifically
the Draft Supplenental Integrated Feasibility Report and
Envi ronnental |npact Statenent, and then it will issue its
findings, including all of your conments, as a part of the
final record of decision. Let me run through just a
coupl e of administrative details and then turn the neeting
back over to Col onel Hobernicht, if | could.

The bat hroons are located directly

across the hall. There's a -- there's an open doorway.
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And if you go through there, the bathroons are to your
left and to your right. | really appreciate all of you
conming. This is an inportant neeting and | hope that we
will all learn alot fromit. |1'd like to now ask Col onel
Hoberni cht to nmake some initial remarks.

COLONEL HOBERNI CHT: A |l ot of people
just cane in in the last five mnutes. W have plenty of
seats up here, so please cone on up. Take a seat.

Toni ght we're here to exchange
information with you about the Col unbia River Channe
| mprovenent Project and take your fornmal testinony on the
project. As you are probably aware, the Corps just
conpl eted a revised and econonic analysis for the project
and added several new environmental restoration
conponents. This was contained in the suppl enental
project report that we released earlier this nonth. 1'd
like to point out that this is a draft report and over the
60-day coment period, we've asked you to share with us
your thoughts about this report. Your coments are
inmportant to us and we will reviewthemall. |If you have
i nformati on you know or feel we have m ssed, please let us
know before Septenber 15th so we can consider it before we
make this report final

Around the room you will find

representatives fromthe states of Oregon and WAshi ngton
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Pl ease rai se your hand. States of Oregon and Washi ngton
back there. 1s NOA Fisheries here? U 'S. Fish and
Wldlife just stepped out. U S. Fish and Wldlife
Services, port sponsors and the Corps of Engineers.
Pl ease talk to the agency representatives here tonight to
under stand how we' ve gotten to where we are today and
where we still need to go in the weeks and nonths to cone.

In addition to the oral testinony that
will be captured by the court reporter, we'll accept your
witten coments, if you prepared any. There's a box.
Where is the box? Matt's going to get the box. It wll
be near the door for you to place themin. Matt has the
box back there. That's Matt with the box right behind
you.

This is the last of three public
hearings we scheduled in response to the draft
suppl enental report. In addition to this session, two
nore public hearings were schedul ed al ong the | ower river.
The first public hearing was held in Vancouver on July
31st. The second hearing was held in Longview on
Sept ember 5t h.

Wth that, | would again like to thank
you for coming out tonight. | know each of you is busy
and | appreciate you taking the tinme to participate in

this process. | will be here through the entire session
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Feel free to cone up and talk with nme after we've
conpl eted taking testinony or during the breaks. If you
have a question | cannot answer, | will get you in touch
with the right person to nake sure you get your question
answer ed toni ght.

Bef ore we begin taking your testinony,
I"d like to introduce two people off to my left, Laura
Hi cks and then Marci Cook. Marci is a nenber of ny
environnental resources staff and is responsible for
ensuring this project neets the requirenments of the
Nati onal Environmental Policy Act. Laura is the project
manager for the Colunbia River Channel | nprovenent
Project. She has a short presentation before we get
started.

Laur a.

Ms. HI CKS: Thanks, Col onel

Can you guys all hear ne? |'m going
to advance the slides fromhere and speak, if you don't
m nd.

As the Col onel said and as many of you
know, this project starts at river nmouth three on the
Col unbia River, goes all the way to the Portl and-Vancouver
area, river mle 106.5. It also includes the first 12
nmles on the Wllanette River. This project has been

aut horized in the Water Resource Devel opment Act of 1999.
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The Wl lanette portion of the river is being deferred
until the Super Fund clean up actions are basically
under st ood and that the Corps understands what the region
would like to do with the contam nated sedinents in the
WIllanette and until we know what a proper disposal plan
woul d | ook Iike. So that portion is kind of tabled for
now. The construction is deferred and this is very nuch
just focusing on the Colunbia River portion

Every project with the Corps that
starts has to have a congressional study resolution. W
received ours in August of 1989. Wth that, the Corps was
directed by Congress to look at the feasibility of
deepeni ng the Colunbia River, to report back to Congress
within one year with our findings and whether or not it's
within the federal interest to continue into what we term
a feasibility study. The Corps conpleted our recon in one
year. W noved into a feasibility study. That's this
thing that we're looking at today. W did that in Apri
of 1994. We produced a draft feasibility report and EIS.
The first time we canme out and did these public neetings,
we were doing themin the Portland area, Longview and out
here. W did themin Cctober of 1998. W came back out
with a final feasibility report in August of 1999. W
sought Oregon Coastal Zone Managenent consistency. W

received a biological opinion fromU S. Fish and Wlidlife
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and National Marine Fishery Service in Decenber of 1999.
The Corps then had the pieces
necessary to conplete a Chief of Engineer's report and
recei ve our authorization. The follow ng year in August,
Nati onal Marine Fisheries Service had new i nfornmation that
related to the endangered species on the Col unbia,
including things like contam nants in fish tissue,
i nfornati on on the velocity, bathynmetry and fl ow
conditions for salnmonids. They asked us if we could | ook
at that information, so in August of 2000, they wi thdrew
t hei r bi ol ogi cal opinion.
Fol | owi ng that, then we received
denials fromboth the state of Washington and the state of
Oregon for water quality. W, basically, then, had to go
back, reconsult with National Mrine Fisheries Service.
W added U.S. Fish and Wldlife to the mix. And in
January of this year, then, we decided to suppl enent the
docunent that's out for public review W also decided to
take the integrated feasibility report that conforms to
what the Corps needs to nove forward through Congress and
the NEPA portion, the EIS, and also included all of the
i nformati on necessary to conply with the Washi ngton State
Environnental Policy Act. That portion of what's in our
docunent is being head up by the Washi ngton ports and the

Port of Longviewis the | ead agency for that.
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So in May of this year, after about 18
nmont hs of reconsulting with National Marine Fisheries
Service, U S. Fish and Wldlife, we received a new
bi ol ogi cal opinion for aquatic species fromboth those
agenci es for nonjeopardy opinions.

This kind of shows us the history of
the different tines the Corps has conme out and sought
public opinion, public testinony for our project. W
started with a scoping nmeeting in Novenber of 1994. W
cane out to the region, Portland, Longview and Astori a,
and we asked folks to |ook at this, what issues are
i mportant, and we received information for our NEPA
docunent. W cane back out in January of '97, Novenber of
'98. We're here tonight to take your testinony, your
concerns as relates to the project.

And then we also tried sonething new
in this project where we hosted 17 environnmental round
tabl es where we invited different stakehol der groups to
sit with us and tal k about the different issues that
related to their particular interests. W've had salinity
wor kshops, wildlife mtigation workshops, and OSHA dredge
mat eri al working group neetings with resource agencies,
both Federal and State, and stakehol der groups.

As the Col onel said, we cane out of

here in July -- July 29th to kind of just share
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information, to try to address any concerns. \Wat the
Corps has heard through all of these different public
neetings typically down here is that we don't respond,
we're not very proactive, so this time we designed the
public process to cone out first when we rel ease the
report, try to have one-on-one tinme, address any issues
and concerns, have staff down here to hel p discuss
di fferent questions that you may have, and then today to
receive testinony. So this is nore of a |istening node.
The Corps doesn't typically respond tonight.

We al so had during the first week of
August a cost benefit technical panel that we convened.
And you probably all read with the Del aware River project
from our Phil adel phia District concerns over cost
anal ysis, so we decided to put together a technical pane
conpri sed of four econom sts, four cost engineers type
peopl e, and they reviewed all of the information that we
have that's in the docunent that's out for public review
W received their findings and they were posted to our
website today, so the report fromthis panel is now
available if you go to the Corps' website. W're trying
to keep our processes transparent as possible. And so if
you |l ook at the website, you'll see kind of the
i nformati on the panel came up with and how t hat panel was

convened and conduct ed.
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As the Col onel said, our public
comments are going to end on the 12th of Septenber. W' ve
now changed that to the 15th of Septenber and so we'll
accept coments up to that date

As nost of you know, this project is
ki nd of dual purpose, if you will, and includes both
navi gati on i nprovenent as well as ecosystemrestoration

And so what changed? |n a nutshell
the things that we think are noteworthy are -- we've done
since 1999, three years of data collection on snelt. W
wor ked in conjunction with OOFWand WOFWto do research
and data collection for us. W're in the nidst of doing
three years now of data collection for white sturgeon as
it relates to some of our deep water areas. That wll
probably be ongoing for sturgeon. W' ve done extensive
explorations within the Colunbia River and | ooked at areas
that we thought were basalt areas that would have to be
bl asted to be renpved fromthe channel. After the
explorations, all but one area has been elimnated. Those
areas are all deeper than the dredging prisns, except at
Warrier Rock. W also went back and | ooked at our recent
t ypographi ¢ surveys and redid the quantity cal cul ati ons
for the sandy naterial in the river and this time we used
December of '01, January of '02 typographic surveys. W

have additional information that sponsoring ports have
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worked with with Pacific Engineering International and the
Corps has contracted with Patel (phonetic) to try to help
us get a better handl e on Dungoness crab. W reconsulted
with the Federal agencies and as a result of that
reconsultation, we've added six additional ecosystem
restoration features to the project and researched
nmoni toring actions that go along with that and we've
revised the cost and the benefits for the project.

So when you conpare the 1999 docunents
to the docunments that you all have and that you're
revi ewi ng, basically, dredging volunes have dropped from
18.4 mllion cubic yards to 14.5. Basalt, as | said, has
been reduced from 173, 000 yards to 50, 000 cubic yards.
VWhen we produced a report in 1999, we thought that there
was a potential for up to five different utility
rel ocations across the Col unbia R ver from Oregon and
Washington and it's been confirmed fromthe utility owners
that none of those utilities will have to be rel ocated.
And as a result of redoing the cost, adding ecosystem
restorati on and when you | ooked at NED costs and NED
benefits -- those are the ones attributable only to
navi gation -- the cost went from154 nmillion in 1999 to
132, al npbst 133 today.

And then when you | ook at the benefits

that the Corps uses nationally to try to see where all of
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t he navi gation projects kind of stack up across the
nati on, which projects Congress would fund, which ones OVWD
wi |l appropriate funds for and go into the President's
budget, all of our districts across the nation use the
same criteria to do these anal yses and under the NED
unbrella. So the NED benefits for our project have
dropped from $28 mllion every year to 18.3 mllion. And
then, |ikew se, the benefit/cost ratio has been reduced
from1.9 to 1.5. So when you | ook at, then, the tota
project, that includes everything fromthe ecosystem
restoration -- not just navigation but just the tota
picture, the total project costs have gone from 160.9 to
$156 million

So as part of the consultation with
Nati onal Marine Fisheries, US. Fish and Wldlife, the
first three projects on the |left were those that were
included in the first go around in 1999. Al of the
others were added as a result of this last consultation
that we had with National Marine Fisheries and Fish and
Wldlife. Wat the Corps tried to do this tine was to
work nore of an ecosystem approach with basically an
enphasis for the ESA. W |ooked at areas as it related to
function, formand value for those species and we tried to
be as site specific and identify areas throughout the

proj ect where we would recommend restorati on conponents.
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Last tine when we conpleted our biological assessnent and
bi ol ogi cal opinion, there was basically an agreenent
bet ween the Corps and National Mrine Fisheries that said
the Corps would try to restore up to 4500 acres
i ndependent of channel deepening in the | ower river using
our other authorities. So this tine we're starting over.
We tried to be site specific. W tried to identify areas
and it was not an enphasis on total acreage. W also
tried to put restoration projects on nore publicly owned
l ands so that we can make sure that there was an assurance
that those properties would be there when we're ready to
do the restoration.

kay. So this represents pretty nuch
the I ower river, the piece that nost of you commented on
the last go around. In the niddle, you can see the
Col unbi a River Federal navigation channel. The areas in
red are those areas that would be renoved with the
deepeni ng, taken down three feet, and the areas in blue
are those areas that are sufficiently deep and woul d not
requi re dredging. The last go around, the plan was to
dredge off the tops of each shoal in those areas in red
and take themto the deep water ocean disposal site.
Pl anned today, what's in the docunent, is to take that
sane material fromthe areas in red, place it in a

tenmporary sunp -- that's that area that's kind of a
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gol dish in color, nunber one -- during construction and
then pipeline the material fromthe tenporary sunp into
the area we call the Lois |Island enbaynent. The goa
woul d be to create al mbst 400 acres of marsh shal |l ow water
habitat. And the pipeline portion could only be done
during the end water work period, so between Novenber and
February.

This is aerial photography of what
that area | ooks like in conjunction with the 1935 CREDDP
atlas. And so you can see that that area in 1935 had zero
m nus six bathynetry, 12 feet of water, much shal | ower
than it is today. As a result of liberty vessels in Wrld
War |I, this area was dredged out to hold themand it was
taken down to between minus 18, minus 24, and this
bat hynetry is taken fromthe 1982 CREDDP atl as.

So what the Corps did, we went back
out this year to confirmthe bathynmetry in that area and
you can see there's still sonme pretty deep areas in that
area and the whole goal would be to bring it back to what
it was back in '35.

The ot her piece that's newin here --
we had it in our draft document. We took it out for the
final. W're putting it back in after consulting with
NMFS and Fish and Wldlife -- is a series of five pile

di kes that woul d be placed between MIler Sands |sland and
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Pillar Rock. These areas would be used to create shall ow
wat er habitat. They would be filled with the mai ntenance
of the 43-foot channel and so the nost downstreamend --
we would fill between pile dike one and two first. W
figured it would take up to three years to fill that area
up to where the historic bathymetry was. And then we'l
do a series of census information, sanpling data
collection for fish and organisns to | ook at how well the
area recovers, what fish use is and how good that actually
wor ks on the Col unbi a between pile dikes two and three.
And so it's thought that, then, if we use the Lois Island
enbaynment during construction of this area during the
first 10 years of operation and nai ntenance with the
43-foot channel, at that point we would take any ot her
material fromyears 11 on out to the deep water disposa
site. So that's what's in the docunent that you're
| ooki ng at today.

This kind of shows what that
Mller-Pillar area | ooks |ike when you conpare the 1935
bat hynetry with the 1982 bathynetry fromthe CREDDP atl as.
And that area is nostly, as fishernen know, deeper today
than it was and it's a pretty active erosion area.

Al so, we've added Tenasill ahe | sl and,
kind of a series of neasures that we would take. The

first one would be what we're calling an interimneasure.
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Then we would work to see if we could delist Colunbian
white-tailed deer and then we woul d go back to Tenasill ahe
do sonme long-termnmeasures. And I'll show you those.

Part of our channel deepening project
-- the sponsors, the ports in our case, are going to have
to buy part of Howard-Cottonwood Island for dredging
mat eri al disposal, so that area in yell ow shows where we
pl aced dredge material. They're going to purchase the
entire island that is privately held -- it's a smal
portion fromDNR that they're going to buy -- all the
private land on the island and then the areas not used for
dredge naterial would be available for the reintroduction
of Colunbia white-tailed deer. So the deer would be
airlifted over to the island with the goal of trying to
sustain three distinct populations with so nany of each
one. And then if they're sustained, those deer could
actually be delisted fromthe Endangered Species List.

And so what the Corps would do for the
i nteri mmneasure on Tenasillahe, we'd first go out, do a
hydraul i c study, |look at the sloughs and the drai nage
within the island, ook at them providing fish passage
through the island, and nmaking sure that if there -- the
tidegates are open up that we don't interfere with the
management of the Col unbian white-tailed deer. The

hydraul i ¢ survey shows that this can be doable if we work
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then to retrofit the tidegates for fish passage. At the
same time, we're working to delist Colunbian white-tailed
deer. Then we woul d cone back to Tenasillahe and actually
breech the flood control dike around the island and open
that back up to help benefit fish as well as Col unbi an
white-tail ed deer.

Anot her action that we added to the
project was trying to create riparian habitat at Bachel or
Sl ough, which is right in the Portland-Vancouver area near
the Richfield WIdlife Refuge. Here, after we test the
material within the slough, if it shows clean of
contam nati on, we would then use that silty material to be
pl aced upland within the refuge to try to create riparian
habitat that will also benefit the sal nonids.

kay. So the next step for the Corps
is that once we receive all of the oral and witten
testimony, we'll work to respond to those comments. W'l
then produce a Final Integrated Feasibility Report and
Envi ronnental |npact Statenent. W're in the process of
seeking water quality certification fromboth states
again. W're also applying again for coastal zone
management consi stency determ nation. Wen we receive
t hose pi eces, we would then be able to produce a record of
deci sion on our NEPA docunment. And then we would see if

we coul d get our project then into the President's budget
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for funding.

So that's basically in a nutshell
what's changed in the docunent. We'Il start the public
testimony. |'mgoing to turn it back over to our
facilitator. And thank you all for com ng

MR WGAENS: Thanks, Laura.

Laura, could you give the reference to
the Corps' website for anyone who doesn't have it? Do you
know it right off the top of your head?

M5. HI CKS: Matt can

MR RABE: It's on the handout.

MR WGAENS: It is on the handout?
G eat .

kay. | will call your names. |'ll
call three nowto cone up in the order in which you signed
up to speak. |'Il call the name of who's up, who's next
and who's third in line. |1've asked the Corps to assign
soneone to be a tinme keeper and that person is Mark
Sepul I a (phonetic), who's sitting up here with me and our
court reporter. He will be working under ny direction
this evening. He'll set the stopwatch for five mnutes
when | tell you to start. Wen there is one nmnute left,
he'll hold up a card that tells you you have one m nute,
| ooki ng very much like that card. And when your tinme is

up, he'll hold up a card that tells you your tine is up
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very much like that card. 1'Il also be keeping an eye on
the tine, as well as on your comments, but it allows ne to
be nore focused on what you all are saying to in this
testinmony, so |I'd appreciate it if you'd followthat. At
the end of your tine, if Mark holds up the last card,

woul d you please finish your thought so that we can nove

on. |'mhoping that we can do that so everybody will be
heard. Because the neeting is transcribed, | would ask
t hat everyone when you -- when it's your turn to speak, if

you woul d pl ease state your nanme and spell your |ast nane
so that we'll have an accurate record of it. And, also,
if you are representing an organi zation or an agency, if
you woul d disclose that as well. That would be
appreci ated as wel |. We're now ready to
start public comment. Are there any elected public
officials that would like to speak at this tine?

For those of you, by the way, in the
back, there are seats up here. W can bring seats back to
you or you can just stand where you are, whatever you'd
like to do.

COLONEL HOBERNI CHT: We've got plenty
of seats up here. W're going to be up here for
two- and-a-half hours, so -- would you |like a seat back
t here?

MR WGAENS: Do you want seats back
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there? Anybody want seats back there?

COLONEL HOBERNI CHT: We've got plenty
of seats up here

MR WGAENS: |'ma university
teacher, so | know nobody wants to sit in the front row.

Ckay. Qur speakers will start with
Warren Banks, followed by Bruce Holte, and then John
Westerholm So if the three of you would cone forward.
And, M. Banks, you're first, anywhere that's confortable
for you right there

Pl ease, if | ask you to speak up
don't take offense. W want to get this as accurately as
possi bl e.

MR, BANKS: (Good eveni ng, Col onel and
nmenbers of the Corps staff. M name is Warren Banks,
B-a-n-k-s. |'m Executive Director of the Colunbia River
bar pilots |ocated here in Astoria. There are 20 bar
pilots, several of whom are here tonight.

Thank you for providing this
opportunity for public conment on the Draft Suppl enental
Feasibility Report and EIS for the Col unbia R ver Channe
Deepening Project. Since 1846, the Col unbia R ver bar
pil ots have been an integral part of the river highway
known as the Colunbia River. The river is a key part of

the transportation infrastructure of the region and points
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east. The Pacific Northwest econony is closely linked to
trade with the Pacific Rimas evidenced by Washi ngton
bei ng the nost trade dependent state, with O egon ranking
sixth in the nation. Thousands of businesses in our
region rely on the Colunbia River systemfor internationa
and donestic trade. The Colunbia draws its cargos from
many parts of Washington state, Oregon, |daho, Mntana and
other states in the Mdwest as well. Inportance of a nore
conpetitive Colunbia R ver system has far-ranging
ram fications.

We are now at another crossroads. In
order to maintain the conpetitiveness of the Col unbia
River for all its conmercial users, the channel nust be
deepened to 43 feet as river infrastructure has exhausted
its nonstructural alternatives. Deepening will enable the
river to accommpodate the |larger fuel efficient ships that
i ncreasingly donminate the world trade fleet. In our view,
not to deepen the river would erode the ability of the
Colunbia River to offer conmpetitive transportation to its
users. This would have a negative economc ripple effect
on the region that is nearly inpossible to cal cul ate.

Two illustrations come readily to
mnd. First, some ships will find it not econonically
feasible to call on Colunbia River ports as they will not

be able to utilize their capacities. |Indeed, this has

Astoria-26



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

27

been happeni ng to sone extent now. For exanple, container
service is critical to our high value export-rel ated
busi nesses. The reality of the nmain haul trade in the
Pacific RRmwith our largest trading partners is that
we' re serviced by ships between 3500 and 5,000 TEU
capacity, which are 900 plus feet |long and have | oad
drafts between 42 and 46 feet. Wen the channel is
deepened, ships containing up to 6,000 TEU will be able to
call. Deepening will result in an estimted 20 percent
increase in capacity of many of the ships currently
calling and expand the nunbers of those able to call.
This increase in capacity results in conservative per
contai ner savings of 15 percent.

Simlarly, the Panex (phonetic) bulk
carriers that call on the Colunbia River ports could be
| oaded with another 6,000 tons or an increase of between
10 and 15 percent in capacity. This will reduce per ton
cost between 10 and 15 percent as well.

Currently, the 40-foot channel is
limting our effectiveness to conpete with the bul k cargos
i n which we now have inportant narket shares and is
[imting our ability to attract new cargos. Due to the
nature of the international charter market, which is a
very good exanple of supply and denmand dynamics, if we can

nmake the river nore econom cally productive for our
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carriers, it should drive down current rates and nmake our
products nore conpetitive in the international markets.
If we do not deepen the channel, as fewer ships call on
the Colunbia River ports, the cost of not -- if doing so
woul d be spread out over fewer ships, thus making
alternative ports a nore conpetitive option. Further
newer ships, which are larger, would be unable to call.
And as agi ng vessels are taken out of service, there is a
real danger that the Colunbia River will |ose a great deal
of its service.

Qovi ously, of concern to us is the
protection of the environment and ecosystens. Qur job is
to pilot ships in a safe, efficient, reliable manner.
Safety includes protection of the environment. W are not
experts in the types of environnmental ecosystem
di scussi ons whi ch have surrounded this project. However,
we support all efforts that would resolve all outstanding
envi ronnent and ecosystem i ssues, nmany of which have been
resolved in this long process. |t appears that by |aw,
the cost/benefit study conducted by the Corps is
conservative in both costs and benefits. For exanple, it
does not take into consideration a nulti-Corps analysis.
Anong ot her things, such a study takes into account the
additional costs a river shipper -- a current shipper

woul d incur if the shipper did not have access to the
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Col umbia River. These benefits are not in the current
cost/benefit study done by the Corps.

In summary, we view the channel
deepening project as critical to the continuing viability
of large scale nmaritime comrerce on the river which
enabl es shippers and inporters to get their goods to
market in a manner which allows themto be competitive. |
urge you to finalize this supplenental report and grant
the pending regulatory pernmits and record a decision to
nove this inportant project to conpletion.

Thank you.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Banks.

M. Holte and then M. Westerhol mand
then M. Watt.

MR HOLTE: Excuse me. Pardon ne.
|'ve got a cold.

My nane is Bruce Holte, Ho-Il-t-e.
I'"m President of the International Longshore Warehouse
Uni on, Local 8, in Portland, O egon

Thank you for providing this chance
for public comments on the Draft Suppl emental Feasibility
Report and EI'S for the Col unbia R ver Channel Deepening
Project, which is vitally inportant to the econonics and
environnental health of our region. At the conpletion of

t he bi ol ogi cal opinion by the National Marine Fisheries
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Service and the U S. Fish and WIldlife Service and the
conpletion of this draft supplemental report, it is clear
that the project can and should nove forward -- should
nove forward to benefit the Colunbia R ver's econony and
envi ronnent .

The channel deepening is inmportant for
our econony. W nust deepen the Col unbia River
navi gati onal channel from 40 to 43 feet to maintain the
vitality of this transportation route in our region's
trade based econonics, especially during these difficult
econom c times. Deepening the channel is critical to
transportation of the 14 billion in annual maritine cargo
and the sustaining businesses, farns and jobs in our
regi on. Deepening the channel will ensure that the
Col unbi a River can acconmpdate the |arger fuel efficient
ships that increasingly domnate the world trade fleet.
This project has broad base support from busi nesses, | abor
unions, farners, ports and conmunities throughout the
Nort hwest. Over 40,000 | ocal famly wage jobs are
dependent on and anot her 59,000 Northwest jobs are
possi bly influenced by Colunbia maritime commerce. Pl ease
state that in the note, 40,000 |ocal famlies and 59, 000
| ocal jobs. Over 1,000 businesses rely on the Colunbia to
transport products around the world. The vitality of

t hese jobs and busi nesses require cost effective maritine

Astoria-30



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

31

transportation. Wthout a deeper channel, the farners and
| and busi nesses will be damaged and jobs | ost.
As the supplenental report estinates,

the benefit to cost ratio for the project is strong with

18.3 nmillion in annual national transportation savings. |
believe the estimate is one point -- the estinmate of 1.46
benefit for the -- for every dollar in construction cost

required is quite conservative. The econonic benefits are
| arge and diverse, rural, urban, east and west, O egon and
Washi ngt on, throughout our entire region

The Colunbia River maritime conmerce
provides $208 mllion in state and | ocal taxes that
benefits conmmunities throughout our region. The channe
deepening is also inmportant for our environnent. This
project will require dredging just 54 percent of the
navi gati onal channel or only 3.5 percent of the tota
Col umbi a Ri ver between the nouth of Portl and-Vancouver.
The renmai ning areas of the channel are already naturally
deeper than 43 feet.

An i ndependent scientific panel was
convened | ast year to review the endangered questi ons.
The panel concluded that the deepening project will have
no -- will have no neasurable negative effects on -- on
t hreatened and endangered fish in the river. The

bi ol ogi cal opinion issued by the National Marine Fisheries
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and U S. Fish and WIldlife al so denonstrate the
environnental protections and benefits of this projects.

The channel deepening project will
benefit our econony and our environment. | urge you to
finalize the supplenental report and grant the pending
regul atory permts and record of decision to nove this
i nportant project to conpletion.

Thank you very mnuch.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Holte.

M. Westerholm M. Watt and -- M.
Sundit? |s that correct, M. Sundit?

MR SUNDI T: Yes.

MR WGAENS: Please, next.

MR, WESTERHOLM  Thank you Col onel and
proj ect nmanager.

Wel |, here we are again. How nmany
times are we going to go through this process? There is a
better way, you know. It is called comunication and
wor ki ng together. All factions up and down the river are
gi ven equal inportance and representation, we would have
had this problem solved a long tine ago.

VWhat are we doing here? It is
important that md and |ower river activities be given
consi deration. W are not all tied directly to the urban

area, although we realize, of course, its inportance.
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When is big big enough? Wen is deep deep enough?
Conprom se can maintain the present infrastructure of our
Col unbi a River conmmerce system without destroying the
natural river and fish and wildlife any nore than we
al ready have.

Are we going to | eave sonething for
the future that is still wild and not conpl etely changed
by man? The anended EI S on channel study does nothing to
add confidence to river people that we are being
consi dered. Let's give salnon and sal non people on the

Colunbia River fromAstoria to Portland, and don't forget

the nmouth of the river as well, nore reflection on this
critical issue. Inits present form the feasibility
report and the Environnmental |npact Statenent, | feel,

shoul d be rejected.
Thank you.
MR WGAENS: Thank you, M.
West er hol m
M. Watt, M. Sundit and then M.
Manari no.
V5. MANARI NO.  Manari no. MR.
WGE NS:  Manari no.
MR, WYATT: Col onel, thank you very
much. M nanme is Bill Watt, Wy-a-t-t. | represent the

Port of Portl and.
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Thank you very much for the
opportunity to speak this evening about the draft
suppl enental environnmental inpact statenment on the
deepeni ng of the Col unbia River channel fromd40 to 43
feet. This evening |I'm speaking for the Port of Portland,
one of the six port authorities which support this
project. This is, indeed, a project which enjoys broad
regi onal support and which will benefit businesses,
farnmers, ranchers and workers throughout the Northwest.
In ny remarks this evening, | want to cover specifically
three areas. First, why should we do this project at all;
second, who will benefit; and, third, howto deal with
envi ronnent al i npacts.

To anyone who has followed this
project, it does not cone as a surprise that we have faced
t he prospect of deepening the channel before. |In fact,
the Port of Portland came into being in 1891 specifically
to create and naintain a 25-foot navigation channel. The
last tine we deepened the channel was in the md -- or
rather, in the early 1970's when we deepened it from 35
feet to 40 feet. Then, as now, we deepened the channe
because we had to keep pace with the changi ng mar ket and
technol ogy of naritinme conmmerce.

VWhat if we hadn't? What if we decided

in the nation and the region that the expense was too
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great, the return uncertain and the risk too large? What
if the channel remamins at 40 feet instead of 43?7 W can't
predict the future, but the past, they say, is prol ogue.
If we had left the channel at 35 feet, it is likely there
woul d be no container service on the Colunbia River and
anyone wanting to ship via container, whether it be French
fries or tennis shoes, would be shipping through Puget
Sound payi ng higher rates, creating nore traffic and nore
pollution. The river systemwould still have a | ease but,
nost likely, only the snaller vessels which still serve
Japan, which is about a third of the current export
busi ness. Corn, soy beans, sorgum and barley likely would
not be com ng down the Colunbia at all but would be noving
t hrough the Great Lakes and @ulf ports maki ng products
produced in Eastern Oregon and Washi ngton even nore
expensi ve than they presently are. And, nore inportantly,
wi t hout the |arge volumes of boat cargo, such as wheat,
soda ash and pot ash, it's difficult to believe that the
railroads woul d have invested as nuch as they did in
regional rail capacity that is a benefit to all the
busi nesses in the region.

| make these points today because the
Corps is constrained in how they go about cal cul ating
econoni ¢ benefits. The Corps nust [ook only at nationa

econom ¢ benefits and you nust make assunptions based on
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exi sting businesses, not what m ght happen in the future
and not based on the |ong-term consequences of |eaving the
channel at its current depth. But we in the business of
i nternational trade nust necessarily viewthis project in
another light. Can we maintain affordable access to
i nternational markets for regional shippers wthout
deepeni ng the channel ? The answer is a resoundi ng no.
The maritinme industry is nmoving to larger and | arger
ships. W either acconmodate that and mai ntain an
econom cal ly conpetitive service or accept a slow but
certainly decline in the availability and affordability of
access to international markets.

Secondly, let ne touch on two
benefits. Certainly, the national economy benefits, but
here in the Northwest, all parts of our region benefit as
wel . The Col unbi a basin benefits froma conpetitive
wheat business. The WIllanmette Valley benefits from an
agricultural sector with access to international narkets.
The netropolitan econony benefits fromthe ability to
export finished goods. And the comunities up and down
the river benefit fromport jobs and fromthe businesses
that are served by deep draft ships such as U S. Gypsumin
St. Helens. It's worth it to review the nunbers. $14
billion worth of goods flow up and down the Col unbia River

each year. 40,000 jobs regionally depend on the nmaritine
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i ndustry, sone of themhere in Astoria. Mre than 1,000
conpanies rely on the Colunbia R ver to transport their
goods. As good as those nunbers are, they will growif we
remai n conpetitive.

Finally, let me touch upon the
environnental aspects of this project. The project wll
ensure best nmanagement practices are used to mninize any
i mpacts to threatened or endangered species during
construction. The project will incorporate nonitoring and
research conmponents to contribute further information
toward the recovery of the endangered species in the
Col unbi a River. Adaptive nanagenment will be used to
provide flexibility in the managenent of the project and
to make nodifications, if needed. And the project will go
above and beyond nere nmitigation of its inpacts to
actually restore and i nprove habitat all along the river,
but especially here in the Colunbia River estuary.
Oregonians rightfully set a high bar when it conmes to
maki ng sure their public dollars are well spent and that
the environnent is preserved. People denand that we not
put the environnent at risk and this project doesn't.
Peopl e demand that it deliver value to the region's
taxpayers and it will. And, finally, we demand the
project of this river benefits not just to one industry or

one region but to a broad range of people and pl aces.
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Not hi ng we have seen or heard in the | engthy analysis of
this project changes that one key concl usion

Thank you.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Watt.

M. Sundit, Mss Manarino and M.
Fratt will be third, please.

MR, SUNDI T: Col onel, ny name is Lee
Sundit and |'man officer with Longshore Local 8 in
Portland. And we represent about 650 |ongshorenen in the
Portland area. |'malso speaking for approximtely 1500
| ongshorenmen that work on the Colunbia River here both on
the Washington side as well as the Oregon side. W
appreciate all the work that's been done. |It's been a
| ong, |ong arduous road and we believe that where we are
right nowis where we need to be. W think we satisfied
the environnental needs that need to be satisfied and we
-- we believe we should go forward with the report and
let's get on with dredging the river, so to speak

In the last three years, |'ve al so
served on our technol ogy conmittee at the internationa
level. And that technology committee -- what we' ve done
over the three years is we've really studied shipping and
the inmpact that the future has with respect to the overal
i ndustry. W collected data. W listened to -- we've

enpl oyed consulting firms who work in the industry of
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termi nal construction and vessel construction and |isted
their forecast. And |'mhere to say that the steanship
i ndustry or ships drive the capital side or the ternina
side of the market. It's not the term nal side that
drives the ships. What we're seeing in the industry is
that for cotton and steel purposes, the vessels are
getting larger and |larger. The shipping conpanies are
consolidating and they're nmergi ng and shari ng space.
There's fewer and fewer -- what's happening is that, as a
consequence of that, the small ships over tinme are being
phased out.

Now, in Portland right now we have
t hree naj or steanship conpanies who call Portland. There
are a nunmber of other steamnmship conpanies that do not cal
Portland. |If you're a shipper in Oegon or Washi ngton or
al ong the Colunbia River, you have an option -- because of
the conpetition involved, you have an option to ship out
of Portland or you have an option to ship, say, out of
Tacoma, Seattle or Gakland. Right now the transportation
to Seattle, Tacoma, QCakland is subsidized by the steanship
industry and it's subsidi zed because there is conpetition
Now, if that conpetition were to dry up because the |arger
vessel s woul d be unable to call Portland, the steanship
people don't care. |If they can't call Portland, they're

not going to build smaller ships to call Portland. They
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will call -- dry up and take away the contai ner business.
And what will happen is that sonebody is going to go away.
The steanship people will not subsidize the cargo if they
don't have to subsidize the cargo. So the cost of doing
business in our area will increase, if that is the case.
Dredging is absolutely essential to nake roomfor what's
happening in the steanship business relative to the size
of the ships. If we don't do it and you want to start a
busi ness in Oregon, you want to maintain access to the
export narket, you're not going to be able to be
conpetitive in business in Oregon or Washi ngton or al ong
t he Col unbi a River.

Thank you.

MR WGENS: Thank you, M. Sundit.

M ss Manarino, M. Fratt and M.
Burton will be next.

V5. MANARI NO.  Col onel, nenbers of the
panel , thank you for the opportunity to hear comrents from
t he public.

My conments concern this project as a
t axpayer and the benefits to taxpayers. |'mvery
concerned that the benefits of this dredging project have
been overstated. There was a congressi onal general
accounting office report recently on a sinmlar project in

the Del aware River, 100 niles of dredging, and -- and the
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report stated that the Corps overstated the annual benefit
by 67 percent. Actual benefits would be about $13 mllion
less or less than half the cost of the annualized
dredging. This -- this was due to using things like
counting ships that were |ight | oaded and could use the --
the channel as it was as though they had to be heavier
| oaded and so that was the benefit. The "O egonian”
stated in March that their analysis of this project would
yield 88 cents for every dollar spent. This -- this
doesn't seemto be of benefit to the taxpayers. The
shipping lines that -- that would benefit fromthis are
exenpt fromU. S. antitrust laws. They need to set rates.
There's no guarantee that if they can ship fuller, fewer
ships and realize a savings, that they will pass this on
to Oregon farmers, Washington farnmers, Oregon exporters.
U S. taxpayers would pay for the deepening of the river,
but the benefits are likely to go nostly to foreign
shi ppi ng corporations.

My ot her concern is that there's
already a fair amount of pollution in the Colunbia River.
As a fish consunmer, sonmeone whose husband fishes, who
brings home fish, sturgeon, these fish are already under
an advisory. The Washington and Oregon health departnents
in 1960 -- 1996 advi sed people to renobve skin and fat

before eating white sturgeon caught in the Colunbia River
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because of the levels of PCB contanmination. These PCB' s
sink down. They're in the sedinments. And dredging is
likely to stir themup, nmake them nore available to fish
inthe river. This doesn't nean that there won't be
sturgeon, but it nmay mean that the sturgeon are not
healthy to eat. And so those are anong ny reasons for ny
opposition to this project.

Thank you very mnuch.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M ss
Manar i no.

M. Fratt, M. Burton and M. Forey.

MR FRATT: Col onel Hobernicht,
Proj ect Manager Hicks and distinguished facilitator, ny
nane is John Fratt, F-r-a-t-t. | represent Port of
Vancouver, Washi ngton, USA

| have submitted -- nmy port has
submtted witten testinony and I will not read that to
you here. 1'll give you sone observations, though

On August 16th, 2002, the Adriatica
Graeca, a new ship designed for the grain trade, called at
the Port of Vancouver, USA. They | oaded nearly 57,000
tons of grain, wheat. And | note for you that | wear an
O egon wheat shirt, although I'm a Washi ngtoni an because
wheat from Washi ngton, Oregon, |daho and Montana come down

the river to our two ports, to our three ports, to our
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four ports. It conmes down to our area and this is the
foundati on upon which we base our marine trade. This
magni ficent river with a 40-foot channel -- 40 feet is,
roughly, this ceiling three times to give you an idea.
Thi s magni fi cent channel has allowed us to help the United
States governnent in its balance of trade problem but
nost of all, it helps the farmers, the grain growers.

Sone facts for you. The nunber one
state in tonnage put through the state of Washington is
Nebraska. We, in the Pacific Northwest, are reaching into
the interland and we're doing it because this river, this
magni ficent river, has a 40-foot channel, you know, three
times what this ceiling is. And what we're asking to do
is deepen that river by three feet, the existing channel
We aren't dredging a new channel. W aren't proposing
that we do that. W are dredging the existing channe
three feet. And that's Colunbia River sand. Qut there in
that channel, that sand is course grain fine material
It's not the fine that you get in the slick areas where
there m ght be contam nation

This is not a difficult project,
al t hough I've been working on it actually since 1986,
before | met Laura Hicks. |'ve been working on this with
the ports to think through this, what is the best way to

go. W deternined that three feet was what we needed.
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The ship that called at the Port of
Vancouver |eft an additional 6,000 tons on the dock. That
was tonnage that could have gone on if we had a 43-foot
channel. In point of fact, in a comodity flow forecast
we' re having what's called by the econom sts | eakage.
We're losing products to British Colunbia, to other areas.
We no | onger have themin our market share. This is
sonet hing that needs to be done.

| have one minute left. | would Iike
you all to enjoy that minute going hone earlier. | thank
you very nmuch. The Port of Vancouver thanks you.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Fratt.

M. Burton, M. Forey and M. -- is it
Weiss, W-- Paul --

MR VIK  Vik.

MR WGAENS: Say it again, please.

MR VIK  Vik, V-i-k.

MR WGAENS: Vik. Thank you very
much.

MR BURTON: Col onel, staff and for
all of you, | would Iike to say thanks for allowing nme to
speak. M name is Mke Burton. | amthe Assistant

Director of the Oregon Econom ¢ and Comrunity Devel oprent
Departnment. One of ny roles is central policy devel oprment

and admi nistration to ports. And in that role, |I'mhere
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to speak to you about the Departnent's involvenent rel ated
to the channel deepening project.

The Departnent has been observing the
proj ect since the beginning. |[|'ve been involved since
'99. The Department supports the project. The Departnent
supports particularly the cost/benefit analysis and our
under st andi ng of the Suppl emental Environnental |npact
Statenment. The Departnent believes that if the
cost/benefit analysis is in error, it's in error
conservatively. Since this and the previous cost/benefit
anal ysi s, although appear to | ook better, are both
shapshots in tinme. Between those two cost/benefit
analyses -- and |'mparticularly speaking to the benefit
side of the equation -- | believe the benefit side is
under st at ed because in between those two are two shi ppi ng
conpani es that announced their intent for -- and one did
pul | out of shipping through the Col unbia system After
t he second cost/benefit anal ysis was conducted, one of
those |ines announced they will continue to serve the
Col unmbi a mar ket .

Additionally, the State feels that the
Corps could | ook at state benefits. That's of much
interest to us as well as the national benefit. |
understand that you can't, but the State believes that

there are benefits that aren't shown -- don't show in the
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cost/benefit analysis that the State values. The State
supports the project for reasons you' ve all heard al ready.
I will submit my testinmony in witing. |'mnot going to
touch on nost of those points. | would like to just cut
to the chase and say that for the reasons you' ve heard the
Depart nent believes that without deepening the channel
trade on the Colunbia River is threatened, is likely to
diminish. That will have inpacts on Oregon producers, the
Oregon econony and all of us as consuners because costs
will rise. W believe that it's in the interest of the
state of Oregon to see that the project comence and
support you and your report in that effort.

Thank you.

MR WGENS: Thank you, M. Burton.

M. Forey, please, and then M. Vik
and M. Duyck. |Is that correct? D u-y-c-k

MR FOREY: |1'mBJ Forey. I'ma land
owner on Puget Island at about mle 40 of the Col unbia
Ri ver.

Wiile I'"'mnot totally against the
dredgi ng deeper of the river, we need nitigation to the
erosion that continues. And we're feared that deepening
woul d only increase our ampunt of erosion and we need the
Corps and the State and the ports to help slow this down

since it benefits the ports to have a deeper channel. But
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t hose of us who are property owners, are we to go away and
fall into the river for the ports or can they support us?
We have problens at nmile 43 and we have problens at mle
40 and we have nmile -- problens at nile 37 where we need
the help of the Corps of Engineers and the port on the
river.

Thank you.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Forey.

M. Vik and then M. Duyck and then
M. Beasl ey, please.

MR VIK. M nane is Paul Vik, |ast
nane V-i-k, and I'mfrom Puget Island. | own waterfront
property, what used to be the beach nurseman side of nile
43.8. And | also own a little bit of the land that -- 200
acres that are slated for where you have your eye on for
an upl and di sposal site on Puget Island. And ny initial
t hought was that | wouldn't speak tonight. | started
attendi ng neetings about this issue in January of '97 and
there are lots of people in this roomwho | know what |1'm
whi ni ng about and they've heard it all, but |'ve been kind
of the lead loud nouth in this issue and peopl e from Puget
Island -- there's people here fromPuget Island. | got a
reputation to uphold, so --

I can nmake a good speech when |I'm

upset. And |I'mnot upset anynore. |'mjust kind of
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di sappoi nted, but -- |I'm not abandoning ny position, but
you asked what we thought back in '97. You had round
tabl es and heari ngs and comment periods. And over the
years, |'ve seen damage from shi p wakes and both
catastrophic and daily wear and tear and the problens with
getting conpensated for that sort of thing. Now, there's
4,000 ship calls a year above Puget Island at this tine
and each one does 10 cents worth of danmge as it drove by
there. [If 2,000 ships go by twice, that's 4,000. You
have $400 worth of damage a year. And how do you coll ect
that? They say we have to collect fromthe ship owner

And how do you collect that? There's no way to do that.

And | | ook upon it as government subsidized hit and run
Now, | have a little scenario here
that | think should be considered. | don't nean this as a

threat or a promi se or anything, but you asked the river
pilot do you do -- why do you have to do 17 knots past
Puget Island, he will explain about hydrodynam c
characteristics and ship handling don't handl e good at

sl ow speeds and so forth and | understand that. And there
may be pilots here who object to the 17 knot figure. But
as a kid, nmy dad had a Col unbi a Ri ver bow ki cker nuch I|ike
this one across the road over here that's selling fish and
chips. 1'd run it between jetties. | tined it carefully

and | know it went 17 knots and, in those days, there were
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ships |I couldn't keep up with. And, incidentally, | nade
that test one sumer when ny dad was in Al aska.
And now, then, if you asked him
"Well, do you go 17 knots up the Wllanette River?"
And they say, "OF course not."
"“Well, why not?"
"Well, we're in a harbor."
"Well, how do you control it, then, if
you have control of the harbor?"

And they say, "W have tugs al ongside

Well, now, in light of the Rich
Passage Decision in the Washington State ferries, which
went in favor of the land owners, |I'mafraid that if
sonmething isn't done to conpensate or repair the damage --
and in Puget Island, we are | ooking for beach nouri shment
like you used to do. And not every year, but maybe every
five, six, eight, ten years -- sonebody is going to go to
court and they're going to ask "Where does the harbor
start? |Is there a legal definition of a harbor?" And it
m ght just happen that they rule that the harbor starts at
McKenzi e Point (phonetic) and you start the tugs al ongside
fromdown there. Now, | don't want that and | am not
real |y against the channel and |I'm not insisting that the

shi ps even sl ow down at Puget Island. | just want the
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damage repaired, so the beach nourishment will go al ong
way to placating my concerns on that. W have one man
here who spent a lot of noney on -- he's here tonight. He
spent a |l ot of noney on a sheet pile bul khead. And
there's pilots here. You know where that is. And he used
to have sand rebuilt there every so often and it wasn't a
problem Today the erosion is a major problem So this
is what we're asking for.

We t hought when the channel -- we
heard about this deeper channel, we thought "Oh, boy, now
we'll get it because -- get sand because they'll have to
have a place to put it." W found out there's no plans
for it. W hear that the NVMFS doesn't approve of it. W
hear that it's expensive because it doesn't stay there and
it erodes away. W hear that they can't do anything on
private property, those kind of things. And so for
what ever reason, if we don't get -- get the problemtaken
care of, I'"'mafraid sonebody is going to take this to
court and I'mjust wondering if you're prepared for that.

Thank you.

MR WGAENS: Thanks, M. Vik.

M. Duyck, M. Beasley and then M.
Capl an

M5. CAPLAN.  |'mnot going to speak

["'m Ms. Capl an.
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MR WGENS: Ckay.

MR, DUYCK: M nanme is Tom Duyck. ['m
a farnmer in the Wllanette Valley here and |I'm
representing the Oregon Wieat Growers League tonight.
Thank you, Col onel and everybody el se for giving us the
opportunity to testify.

You nmust deepen the Col unbia River
navi gati on channel 43 feet to keep the viability of our
transportation route of the region, the trade based
econorny, especially during these difficult times. Over 40
percent of the grain that's exported in the US. is
currently going through the Col unbia R ver channel or the
Port of Portland or Washi ngton or Col unbia Ri ver channel
The deepening of the channel is critical. 1t creates, as
previous people testified, 14 billion in annual maritine
cargo that's being shipped here, so it's a viable trade
deficit that we have presently going on

The project has broad base support
from busi nesses and | abor unions, farners, ports.
Everyone in the Northwest will benefit fromthe deepening
of the project. Viability of these jobs and busi nesses
require cost prospective maritine transportation. Farners
and businesses will be danaged and jobs lost if we don't
make the channel deeper. You'll have |ess ships calling

the port because of that or, as previous persons
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testified, that we'll have -- they won't be able to | oad
them or short | oaded ships are going on now. Northwest
busi nesses and farns will have a regional econonic
di sadvantage if the project is not conpleted. It cannot
conpete with the other ports. Econonic benefits are |arge
and diverse. |If we deepen it, rural and urban, east and
west, Oregon and Washi ngton and t hroughout the region wll
benefit, including |daho, Montana, Col orado. Nebraska is
shi ppi ng stuff here now through the econom c benefits of
the Pacific Rm which is a major customer of things.
There's so much com ng down the Lewi ston with barge
traffic and rail and the Colunbia River ports.

The project only requires dredgi ng 54
percent of the navigation channel. The remainder of the
channel is already over 43 feet deep. The suppl enental
reports on the project extensive environmental reviewis
important for mitigating both environmental inpact and to
ensure that the river is better off than it is before.
Being in the ag. and natural resource industry, we try to
nmake our | ands better than it was when we took it over to
try to inprove it and try to inprove the way of life,
because if we don't protect our |and and the environnent,
why -- the ag. and natural resource industry, why we
cannot nake a viable living without protecting it, so

we're stewards of the land here and trying to protect the
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ecosystemthat's going on

As they stated here, the estuaries of
the Colunbia River -- they're trying to protect the
ecosystem and enhance it as they enhance the channe
deepening project. Significant to report is the
beneficial use of plain sands birch on the Colunbia River
and the work to protect the crab and other ocean habitats
and the report denonstrates how the goal can be achieved.

The channel deepening project wll
benefit our econony and the environnent. Wth that, why
we try to keep erosion and the | and, use stuff while they
work with the people or land owners to try to protect the
erosion on their land along the river as we try to protect
the erosion on the | ands along snall streans in the ag.
and natural resource industry.

We urge you to finalize this
suppl enental report and grant pending regul ations, pernits
and record of decisions to nove this inportant project to
conpl eti on.

Thank you.

MR WGANS: M. Duyck.

M. Beasl ey.

MR, BEASLEY: Good evening, |adies and
gentlenmen. M nane is Dale Beasley, B-e-a-s-l-e-y.

represent the Colunbia River Crab Fishernmen's Association
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This evening |'ve heard a | ot about
the econonic benefits that this channel deepening woul d
bring to the region. And | would hate to see these
econoni ¢ benefits denied these folks, but |I'malso here to
rem nd you that there are sone negative aspects to this
deepeni ng and those negative aspects happen to be of ny
i ndustry, the crab fishing industry. And |'ve never
brought this up in public testinony before, but | think I
will tonight. | just decided to do it tonight after
listening to M. Vik when he says, "W've got subsidized
hit and run here." Qur industry is going to face a little
bit of this subsidized hit and run also. But we've got
one hammer that M. Vik doesn't have. And |'ve never
rem nded anybody of this ever in all of the years that
this has been going on. And there has to be sone State
mat chi ng fund noney to this channel deepening for it to go
ahead. And the Washington State |egislature on three or
four separate occasions has put sonme encunbering | anguage
on these funds and said they can spend that noney when the
crab industry is protected. And |I'mgoing to rem nd you
here tonight as the crab industry, | don't think we've
been protected. | look at this SEIS related to ocean
di sposal and | don't see any difference in the FEIS. This
SEIS related to ocean disposal is a discredit to the

public process to the point of alnopst being scandal ous.
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We haven't addressed the problens to our industry. The
responsi bl e public and agency concerns have not been
addressed. W've been brought up in the FEIS. W' ve
submitted our coments. All you have to do is go back and
read it. W've subnitted at | east 100 and sonme pages
total of comments. They're applicable to this FEIS.

In response -- in 2000, the Corps and
EPA recei ved nunerous response requests for an SEI'S on
ocean disposal. In June of 2000, a couple of friends of
nmne gave ne a letter they got back fromthe Corps. Their
nane is Fred and Nancy Holm They're owners of a |loca
eating establishment. And they said that the ocean
di sposal -- the Corps told these folks, just ordinary
menbers of the public, that the task force was currently
reviewing all of the ocean disposal issues and the fina
deci sions on the ocean site will incorporate the concerns
of that group. Fred and Nancy are still waiting for that
review. That letter was dated June 8th, 2000.

In this report, the public has been
grossly misled and this needs to be corrected. Public
health and safety issues at Site E are still not resol ved.
We have excessive wave anplification on the 10 percent
agreenent in the last two or three years in the interim
expansion of Site E. And | think we're at that point

again this year. | haven't had a change to analyze it,
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but as | conme across this just this norning, | was between
buoy seven and buoy three and | | ooked at my bat homneter
and it said 42 feet. And | says, "It's supposed to be 42

feet here." So | took my GPS | had if I'mgoing to be

checking this and |I said, "If there is a discrepancy in
the chart | have today, I'l|l be going back out to put down
a string with a weight and I'Il put it down." 1"l

nmeasure the string and wei ght so there won't be any
di screpancy on the 42-foot depth.
We have sone adverse inpacts to
conmerci al resources that are going to be caused by this
subsi di zed hit and run and these have not been properly
eval uated. W don't know how nany crabs are at the deep
water site. W don't know how many crabs used to be at
Site EE W don't know what's going to happen there when
we start dunping on this ocean disposal site. And unti
we start finding this out, the crab industry is not going
to be protected as the Washington State |egislature
requested in the expenditure of those funds. And we've
had quite a bit of time to start dealing with this. The
"M word hasn't been addressed. In fact, we've been
called daily to discuss it, the "M word. That's
mtigation for those danages to curb our resources.
There is some positive coming, though,

that | see on the horizon. Thanks to the Washington
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we're starting to |l ook at sonme alternate beneficial use
for the part in MCR7. This |last year we had the Benson
Beach project that was hi ghly successful by Netco
(phonetic), a dredging conpany, and |I'd really like to
t hank t hose peopl e who worked | ong and hard to nmake sure
that that happened. And | would like --

MR WGAENS: M. Beasley, | hate to
say this -- MR, BEASLEY: Pl ease
conclude. I'Il just nmake it short.

In short, this SEIS related to ocean
di sposal is SO S, sane old stuff, not even repackaged.
Al the Corps and the EPA things in this information

material in this present package baffles me. | heard a

runor that this ocean study could even bol ster sone crab,

57

but they cannot legitimze this public process because the

deadl i ne is Septenber 15th and those studies aren't done
yet.
MR WGENS: M. Beasley --
MR, BEASLEY: |'Il get drunmed out. |
only had one nore sentence.
MR WGAENS: Thank you, sir.
The next on the list are Ms.
McDonnough followed by M. Witing and M. Van Ess. M.

McDonnough.
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MS. McDONNOUGH: My nane is Chri st
McDonnough, M c-D-0-n-n-o0-u-g-h. |1'mthe coastal planner
at CREST, the Colunbia River Estuary Study Task Force.
CREST is a local by state council of governnents and we
represent local jurisdictions, including the cities,
counties and ports down the Colunbia River estuary in both
Oregon and Washi ngt on.

This project as proposed in the
suppl enental EI'S does not |eave the estuary ecosystem
better than before. |In fact, the project results in the
continued inmpacts and additional degradation to the
estuarine and near shore ocean environnent. The fina
SEI S enphasi zed the use of previously existing estuary
dredge material disposal sites. The disposal plan
presented in the supplenental EIS | abels estuary dunp
sites as restoration and fails to address |long-term
protection of ocean resources, particularly Dungoness
crab. The bottomline is we have a serious math problem
when it conmes to dredgi ng and di sposal. The current
dredgi ng and di sposal situation on the Colunbia River has
left us in a position where we don't have sufficient
capacity or acceptable disposal locations for the dredge
mat eri al necessary for the maintenance of the existing
channel, not to nmention the additional nmaterial that is

supposed to be dredged and disposed during the channe
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deepeni ng.

The MCR mai nt enance project faces
simlar chall enges, not enough acceptable places to put
the dredge material. As well, ocean disposal has not been
elimnated. |In the context of existing dredging practices
on the Col unbi a, ocean disposal is still the preferred
alternative for MCR mai ntenance material. The
supplenental EIS is nerely del aying the ocean di sposa
problem and at the sanme tine creating new problens in the
estuary. Section 4 of the SEIS contains a nap of the
proposed disposal sites and this includes the deep water
site.

CREST has recently conpl eted an update
to the Colunbia River estuary dredge material managenent
plan. And based on our research, we | earned that Rice
Island and Site E are the | argest dredge disposal sites in
the history of dredging on the Colunbia. Furthernore,
Rice Island is reaching capacity and Site E has its own
suite of environnental, econom c and safety issues that
nmust be addressed for continued use. The Corps has no
| ong-term solution for these problens. W are running out
of room The result is that the supplenmental ElS proposes
to use additional estuary dunp sites that have not been
previously used for disposal. The Corps is |abeling these

dunpi ng grounds to be typical for restoration
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CREST has been working with the ports,
the Corps, state agencies, other stakehol ders and both
governors' offices on expandi ng the concept of beneficia
use of dredge material. This is a concept that everyone
supports and we appreciate the hard work that it has taken
to get projects |like Benson Beach and residents off the
ground this sumer. W have nmuch nore to do. There are
many nore beneficial use opportunities on the river that
must be incorporated into | ong-terminpl enentation of
di sposal practices. Currently, we do not have |long-term
funding or plans for these types of projects. Wthout
these, our math problens will be exacerbat ed.

CREST al so supports the concept of
usi ng dredge material for the purpose of restoring
habitat. Unfortunately, the two projects presented that
i nvol ve dunping and that are | abeled restoration wll
result in permanent alteration and further degradation of
the estuary. CREST has stated in several forns that the
use of dredge material for restoration needs further
exploration on an experinmental basis with a strong
noni tori ng conponent similar to Benson Beach. MIlions of
cubi ¢ yards dunped over the first two years of
construction at Lois Inlet Island enmbaynment is not
experinmental and is not restoring val uable habitat.

Li kewi se, the placenent of a public field at North Port
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(phonetic) is not restoring valuable habitat. 1In fact, by
creating shallow water, the Corps is proposing to create
the one habitat type that is actually grown over the past
century. W have over 4,000 acres nore shall ow water than
we had historically in the estuary.

In summary, there are other options
avai l abl e for the disposal of dredge material than those
proposed in the SEIS. W need to nove beyond channel

deepeni ng and work together for beneficial use of our

estuary.
MR WGAENS: Thank you, M.
McDonnough.
We have conpleted 14 public coments.
We have about eight remaining. | would propose that we

take a 10-mi nute break and cone back

For those of you who are interested in
gi ving public comment and have not signed up, | would
certainly encourage you to do that. And the list, if
you're interested, will be right up here at the front
table. M watch says 25 nminutes to 8:00. If we can be
back at a quarter to 8:00, please.

(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)

MR WGAENS: kay, folks. Could we
get back together again, please.

Qur first speaker will be M. Allen
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Wiiting, followed by M. Van Ess, followed by M. Warren
pl ease.

MR VWH TING Good evening. M/ nane
is Allen Wiiting and these are coments that |'ve tal ked
to before for your listening pleasure.

I'mthe Western Coordinator for the
Col unbi a River Estuary Study Task Force. M job is to
eval uate the potential ecosystemrestoration projects of
the Iower river and the Col unbia estuary. CREST is
wor ki ng closely with watershed councils, l[ocal conmunity
groups and agencies to inplenent projects on the ground to
restore historic habitat areas in the estuary. MW
conmments will focus on ecosystemrestoration conponents of
the Col unmbia River Channel |nprovenment Project. To that
end, | bring the followi ng concerns about each of the
proposed restoration projects that are described in the
SElI S.

"Il start first with the Shillapoo
Lake project. The Shillapoo Lake proposal provides no
di scerni bl e benefits to the native species. The basis of
the Shillapoo Lake project is to hydrol ogically renove any
connection between Shillapoo Lake and the Col unbia River
t hereby providing benefits to the river and ecosystemthat
woul d be inpacted through the deepeni ng project.

Second, nmy comments specific to the
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Mller-Pillar and Lois Inlet Island enbaynent. The Lois

I sl and enbaynment restoration feature proposes to restore
357 acres of shallow water habitat through the placenent
of mllions of cubic yards of dredge materi al

Mller-Pillar involves the placenent of 10 million cubic
yards of dredge naterial between a new pile dike field and
a highly erosive area near the navigation channel also to
create shallow water habitat. Current restoration

pl anning in the Col unbi a enphasi zes passi ve approaches and
restoring needed historic habitat types allow ng natura
processes to restore habitat. The concern we have is the
| arge degree of uncertainty going into these restoration
projects, especially at the scal e proposed. Both projects
are creating habitat ties that are in excess reported by
hi storical data conpiled by CREST. The goal of retaining
| ost historical habitat types like tidal marsh and swanp

t hrough dredge material disposal warrants caution. This
may be done with fewtest plots with a vigorous nonitoring
design inprovenent. The nonitoring results would help
indicate the relative benefit of dredge material disposa
and habitat creation. Unfortunately, both of these
projects as proposed are too large and provide little to
further our know edge of the beneficial use of dredge

mat eri al

Third, with respect to the purple
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| oosestrife control program although an admirable
project, provides little benefit to the estuary of the
Col unbi a channel deepeni ng and the endangered species
recovery.

The next one is Tenasillahe I|sland.

The interimand | ong-termenphasis in restoration
mtigation at Tenasillahe island will definitely provide
benefits for listed fish through reconnecting val uabl e
interimtidal marsh habitat to the estuary.
Unfortunately, long-termrestorati on measures that are
conti nued upon the success of the Col unbian white-tailed
deer are likely to take a decade. Deepening inpacts will
occur during construction with restoration taking place
years after.

Wth respect to the Cottonwood- Howard
restoration proposal, this involves acquiring 650 acres of
Col unbi an white-tailed deer habitat. Disposal dredge
material for riparian restoration for deer habitat is also
i ncluded. Based on the success of revegetating Rice
I sl and and other dredge nmaterial disposal sites, it is
unli kely these disposal sites will provide high quality
habitat for Colunbian white-tailed deer

The Bachel or Sl ough project involves
dredging 2.7 nmiles of slough habitat to achieve an

el evation of zero feet nean | ow water and di sposing of
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dredge naterial through our native forests on di sposa
locations. It is the National Marine Fisheries Service's
finding in the channel deepening biol ogical opinion that
juvenile salnonids actually mgrate to at | east mnus six
feet nean low water. Consequently, restoring a slough to
mnus zero is unlikely to benefit these species.
Additionally, a site investigation denonstrated a
relatively small gain in habitat conplexity. Opening a
channel at Bachel or Slough, while it may inprove water
quality, does not benefit physical habitat for nost of the
channel because it has been diked.

Wth respect to tidegate retrofits,
these nay be beneficial -- could be beneficial to
restoring conductivity between di ked areas and riparian
estuary. However, these tidegates included are all on
private property and, therefore, there's no guarantees
that these properties will be conpleted.

| guess | better sumup

Wth respect to the ecosystemresearch
and adapti ve nmanagenent, although needed, ecosystem
research and adaptive managenent program devel oped anong
the Corps and National Marine Services and U S. Fish and
Wldlife Service as the project sponsor in and of itself
do not offset the inpacts of the deepening.

O the above projects, the only ones
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that are required by the services are ecosystemresearch
and adapti ve manage. Therefore, the idea of leaving this
retrofit a better place nmay never happen because the Corps
is not required by the services in the terns and
conditions of the biological opinion to conplete the
restoration project.

In summary, the purpose of the ESA
consul tation was to ensure the endangered species inpacts
were mnimzed by the project and how t he associ at ed
restoration features will specifically benefit the --

MR WGANS: M. Wite.

MR VWH TING Okay. One sentence?

MR WGENS: One sentence.

MR VWH TING Wile the other projects
will bring miniml benefit in the formof water quality
i mprovenents and invasive species renoval in a context of
a Col unbi a estuary system the projects they proposed
denonstrate only a little, if any, ecological gain

Thank you.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Witing.

M. Van Ess followed by M. Warren and
M. Hunt.

MR, VAN ESS: Good evening. M/ nane
is Matt Van Ess, V-a-n E-s-s. | amputting these conments

on behal f of nyself this evening. CREST will be
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officially submtting comments. | appreciate the
flexibility.

Thanks for the opportunity to conment
on the Draft Supplenmental Integrated Feasibility Report
and Environmental |nmpact Statenent for the proposed
deepeni ng of the Col unbia and Lower Wl anette R ver
Federal navi gati on channel, for deepening of six turning
basi ns, the designation of new upland estuary and ocean
di sposal sites, and the ecosystemrestoration features
i ncl uded the project.

At the direction of the CREST council
CREST - -

MR WGENS: M. Van Ess, |I'msorry,
could you slow down just a little bit.

MR VAN ESS: |'Il try.

-- CREST staff anal yzed and provi ded
coments on the draft and final EIS s and has continued to
track this proposal. Based on our review of the draft and
final EIS's, it was CREST's finding that the project could
not be done as proposed without resulting in negative
i npacts to the natural resources and the econom es of the
conmuni ties surroundi ng the Colunmbia River estuary. CREST
al so found that the proposed project violated | oca
regul ations, state and federal |aw, including Nationa

Envi ronnental Policy Act, the Cean Water Act, the Coasta
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Zone Managenent Act and the Endangered Species Act. W
were right. Coastal zone consistency and water quality
certification was deni ed by both states and the Nationa
Mari ne Fisheries withdrew their biological opinion. The
project was sinply denied, the necessary approvals to nove
f or war d.

MR WGENS: M. Van Ess.

MR. VAN ESS: End of EIS process. End
of project.

CREST's initial findings also found
cunul ative estuary inpacts will result fromthe project,
specifically direct, indirect and cumulative inpacts to
Dungeness crab, Colunbia River snelt, sturgeon, sal nonids,
the estuarine food web and shoreline habitat. These
i mpacts must be avoi ded and, if unavoi dable, nitigated.
And | know the Corps is noving forward with studies.
Study is not mitigation

Well, that was then, so what has
changed now since the project was denied? A
reconsultation effort was conducted by project sponsors,
the Corps and the services. The outcone? The project is
now worse. The estuary ecosystem of the |ower river
conmunities are still negatively inpacted through disposa
options, not only on crab grounds but now by permanently

altering the estuary for disposal
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In Longview -- | was at the Longview
hearing and |I heard from project sponsors that ocean
di sposal has been elinmnated. It's not true. The
suppl enental EI'S nerely postpones the use of the ocean and
shifts the inpacts of dunp sites to salnon fishers and
permanently alters the estuary.

| also heard in Longview that big
projects preserve big benefits to fish and wildlife and
that the Supplemental EIS outlines plans to | eave the
estuary a better place. It's not true. The series of
ecosystemrestoration features taken as a whol e do not
negate i npacts fromthe actual deepening. Wth the
exception of the |ong-term Tenasillahe |sland proposal, it
provides little, if any, positive benefits to the estuary.

The deepeni ng project, channel
mai nt enance dredgi ng and, again, channel nmaintenance al
face simlar problens. W're running out of acceptable
pl aces to dunp dredge material. W have a math probl em
and there's no solution for this. W need one. This is
now partially why we're faced with dunp sites with
restoration.

VWat el se has changed since the
proj ect was denied? The WIllanmette River is now deferred.
Actually, the Wllanmette is still preauthorized and is

i ncluded in the description of the proposed action on page
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1 of the supplenental EI'S. The supplenmental EIS | acks
detail to support the dredging in the Super Fund sites.
This portion of the project -- we need to change the
preaut horization to renmove Wl |l anette deepening fromthe
project. As the record of decision noves forward, we will
al so be approving the Wil anette.

Second, the volume and costs have
changed. Qur specific question is on the sedi nent vol unes
and this over width dredging. W're specifically
concerned about the over w dth dredging. W' ve asked
proj ect sponsors and the Corps about the |ocations and the
vol une of the over w dth dredging |ocations involved and
we do so again tonight. Have the sedinents in these over
wi dt h dredgi ng | ocations been characterized for chemicals
of concern?

What el se has changed? Adaptive
managenment anong the federal agencies and the project
sponsors now the project can nove forward. CREST is
requesting that DOC, the Departnent of Land, Conservation
and Devel oprment, Oregon Departnent of Environnental
Quality, Oregon Division of State Lands, the Departnent of
Ecol ogy i n Washi ngton, and the Washi ngt on Depart nment of
Nat ural Resources be equally involved with any proposed
adapti ve managenent franeworKk.

What el se has changed? The project
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benefits have. There are our flaws on the benefit side
such as light |oading and that the need for the deeper
channel was seasonal. The fact reveal ed by the press, by
ot her Corps projects nationally and by the Corps zone
econoni ¢ panel is that nulti-national shipping
corporations call the shots, shots that the shipping rates
are not based on channel depth but based on denand.

And a further question is why we're
even here tonight. W' ve also heard nothing about the
cost of the projects to the estuarine ecosystemthat's
critical to salnon recovery in the entire basin. W' ve
al so heard nothing about the cost of the projects on the
| ower river comunities. W nust nove beyond channe
deepeni ng, nove forward with creative sol utions such as
i ncreasi ng beneficial uses of Colunbia sedinent and
expandi ng nmeani ngful |arge scale community based
restoration of the estuary.

Again, CREST will be offering nore
witten coments, as will | personally. | also would like
to take this time to ask for a public coment period on
the final supplenental EIS. [I'mnot sure howlong that's
going to be, but we need tine to take into account any
changes of the technical reviews of panels on the
econonmi cs.

Thank you.
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MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Van Ess.

M. Warren, M. Hunt and then M.
W Ilianmson, please

MR WARREN. My nane is Robert Warren
I'"mthe Executive Director of CV Resources (phonetic), a
conmuni ty based education of the watershed restoration
| ocated on the Chinook River, which is the western nost
sal non bearing tributary of the Colunbia R ver basin. CQur
mssion is to reestablish the connection between the
comunity's econonic wealth and the ecol ogi cal health of
the watershed that's inportant through hands-on training,
conmuni ty education and inplenmentation of our watershed
plan. Qur strategy is to take a whole basin -- our
restoration strategy is to take a whol e basin approach to
sal non recovery. As an organi zation actively engaged in
wat er shed and sal non restoration activities, we are
seriously concerned about the inplications that channe
deepening may have in two specific areas. Nunmber one, the
potential inmpacts on the small rural conmunities that
depend on the natural resources the river estuary and near
shore environments provide and, nunber two, the inpact
this project will have on efforts to restore the Col unbia
Ri ver estuary and efforts to recover salnon in the greater
Col unbia River basin. Qur confidence in the governnent's

ability to recover salnon to the Colunbia R ver basin is
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further weakened as we see the outcone of the regulatory
review of this project. A successful approach to sal non
recovery requires the application of restoration and
managenent strategies that are base and sound ecol ogi ca
principles. In this case, the application of the
Endanger ed Species Act seens to reflect the idea that we
can nmanage species to the brink of extinction but not nake
the difficult decisions that will lead to full recovery.
As an agency tasked with the inportant responsibilities of
recovering |listed species approval project that may
continue to damage an al ready degraded critical habitat,
we have to wonder what hope we can hold for the recovery
of sal mon and the subsequent revitalization of the
conmunities that have relied on the river for econom c and
spiritual assistance.

| believe | have w tnessed an approach
by sone federal agencies that have shown an apparent tota
di sregard for the local communities it will likely effect.
One hears and reads the words of the inportance of the
public outreach, coordination, cooperation but often only
gets condescending attitude, arrogance and the sense that
| ocal s are sinply an annoyance that need to be overcone.
O'ten the greater effort is in finding a way around | ocal
i ssues rather than denonstrating a genuine attenpt to find

a nmutually acceptable solution. Two exanples are the two
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restoration beaches that have been discussed,

Mller-Pillar and Lois Island. |In this case, we are
operating in a severely altered estuary and river system
that continues to be managed in a way that is not
beneficial to efforts to protect and restore natura
resources. Until all responsible parties act in a way
that is conducive to restoring sonme senbl ance of a natura
system we will slowy nmake any progress in sal non
recovery. W also believe that the nanagi ng and

regul atory agenci es should apply the sane standard to

eval uate the potential inmpacts on endangered sal non as has
been applied when naki ng ot her nanagenent decisions in the
Col unbi a basin. For exanple, even after decades of
studying the inpacts of dams on sal nobn survival, the
National Marine Fisheries Service cited insufficient
scientific evidence as a reason for not forcing the option
of breeching the four |ower Snake River dans even though
the benefits seemintuitively obvious.

The rel ative state of the science and
under st andi ng regardi ng the i npacts of dredging and dredge
mat eri al managenent on the estuary capacity to support
native species is neager at best and, therefore,

i nadequate to let the project proceed. W understand and
support the need to mmintain safe navigation in the

Col unbi a River and understand the Corps' responsibility to
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achieve this goal. However, we believe that maintenance
of the river for this use needs to be done in a way that
is conpatible with the needs of |ower river comunities
and with sal non recovery efforts occurring in the Geater
Col unbi a Ri ver basin.

Thank you.

MR WGENS: Thank you, M. Warren.

M. Hunt, M. WIIlianmson and M.
Bronson. Is that correct? M. Bronson? M. Browning
representing -- fromGerhart? No? Then Ms. Baker.

Pl ease.

MR HUNT: M nane is Dave Hunt,
Hu-n-t, and | serve as the Executive Director the
Col unbi a River Channel Coalition, which has a w de array
of ports and busi nesses and | abor unions and farners and
ot hers throughout the entire Northwest. W disagree on a
ot of things, but when it comes to issues of maritine
conmerce, when it cones to issues of exporting and jobs
and keeping the vitality of our region both economically
and environnentally, we have conmon ground. On behal f of
our coalition, we just really want to commend the Portl and
District of the Corps not only for doing these additiona
heari ngs throughout the region, but for taking the
Col onel 's personal tinme as he is newto his job and really

getting deeply involved with this issue. | think that's
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significant to this project and we really appreciate that
-- that additional effort, especially the extended conmmrent
period. There's a lot of tine to be hearing as well as
additional witten comments still to cone in through the
15t h.

I, actually, amgoing to subnmt into
the record three letters of folks that were not able to be
here today. | won't read them but | will just reference
them One is fromthe Colunbia River pilots who pil ot
ships up and down the river and know how critical this
navi gational issue is, one fromthe Washi ngton State Labor
Counci | representing 450,000 jobs -- 450,000 uni on nenbers
in the state of Washi ngton whose jobs are dependent on
maritime comrerce, and one representing the Col unbia R ver
st eanshi p operators who play a critical role in
facilitating maritine comerce on the Colunbia. | wll
submit all of those for the record

I think if you think about those three
groups, pilots, labor union, steanship operators, some
Washi ngt on based, sone Oregon based, business, |abor, the
perspective of on the water and on the land, they really
bring very different perspectives, but when it comes to
t hese issues, there is common ground. There is a clear
recognition that we need this project to go forward for

the econonic health and the vitality of our region
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| think that there are, | think, four
issues that I'd like to touch on briefly. | really
conmend the Portland District of the Corps for doing this
project in a way that is directed at all four of these.
First, I"d like to commend the Portland District and the
sponsors for doing this project in a way that is not the
Del aware River. This is not the Wllanette River. 1It's
not the Mssissippi River. This is the Colunbia River.
And you all have done this project in a way that is unique
to our region, that addresses the unique concerns to this
region and it really does stand on its own.

Secondly, related to ocean disposal
it has been said that ocean disposal is still a part of
this project. As | read this SEIS, it is clear that ocean
disposal inthis SEISis not a part of this project, that
no ocean disposal will result as a result of construction
of this project. And, in fact, it actually enhances the
situation as it relates to the annual dredging actually
ext endi ng out several years beyond what is currently true.
It certainly does not answer all the issues of annua
mai nt enance dredgi ng nor can you, | recognize, as part of
this particular project. You nade progress far beyond
expectations, | think, and addressed all the ocean
di sposal needs connected with this project and that, |

t hi nk, needs to be clear.
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Third, relating to ecosystem
restoration, as | read this SEIS, it is clear that the
ecosystemrestorati on neasures are not nmitigation. They
are not trying to replace danage that has been done
intentionally or unintentionally as a result of the
project. These ecosystemrestoration nmeasures are clearly
above and beyond the inpact trying to | eave a net

environnental gain. So if we |ook at those ecosystem

restoration nmeasures, even if they don't have -- even if
sone distrust, that they will have huge beneficial gains
t hat has been denobnstrated. |It's inportant to note that
these are all still net gains. They're still all above
and beyond environnental -- any environnmental inmpacts that

require prime mtigation.

And, fourth, |I think it's inportant to
note that the Wllamette River is not included in this
project. There has been no appropriations for the
WIllanette River project. There have been no permts or
regul atory approvals for the Wllanette R ver project.
This is about the Colunbia River.

I would agree with several who have
testified earlier and the coalition will be the first to
stand up and say that there are other issues to be
addressed. W woul d argue that they go above and beyond

this project. They are unrelated to this project.
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They're not the Corps' job to resolve alone and there's
| ots of exanples of entities that are working together to
solve this, the three ports on the Oregon side working
toget her, the ports on the Washi ngton side, |ower river
and further up river working together to resol ve these
i ssues. The Puget Island sand pit being filled, Benson
Beach bei ng nourished, a whole variety of efforts, and
would really urge -- although it is not part of this
project, | really would urge the Corps to continue your
efforts outside of this project to be partners in
resol ving these issues because they are inportant.
They're critically inmportant to our region, but they are
not a part of this project.

I would also note that the
congressional staff representatives on both sides of the
river, Congressnen Baird, who are represented here today,
have been strong partners in that and | woul d encourage
the Corps to do what one person said earlier, which was to
nove beyond channel deepening -- nmove beyond channe
deepening to inplenment actual solutions to these issues
and don't hold up this project.

Thank you.

MR WGAENS: Thank you, M. Hunt.

M. WIlianmson, M. Baker and Ms.

Beasl ey.
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Pl ease.

MR, WLLI AVMSON: Good evening. |'m
Peter WIIlianson, Executive Director of the Port of St.
Hel ens representing the port district. W are a sponsor
of the proposed deepening project. | want to thank you
for providing this chance for public comment on the Draft
Suppl emrental Feasibility Report and EI S for the Col unbia
Ri ver Channel Deepening Project which is vitally inportant
to our econom c and environnental health of our region.
have written coments and |'mnot going to read through
all of them [I'Il try to hit sonme of the high spots for
you.

| want to make two points tonight and
that is that this project is inportant for our econony and
it is inportant for our environnent. |It's inportant for
our econony because we need to deepen the river to
maintain this vital transportation route to the world
econony. It supports $14 billion a year in annua
maritime cargo to sustain businesses, farns and jobs in
our region. It will acconmpdate the changing fleet of
| arger nore fuel efficient ships that call on world trade
and the project has broad base support from busi nesses,
| abor unions, farmers, ports and comunities throughout
the Northwest. |In our port district, for exanple, this

proj ect has the support of Colunbia County's |argest
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private enpl oyer, Boise, and al so the unani nous support of
t he executive comittee and the nenbership of the St
Hel ens- Scappoose Chanber of Commerce. That's because over
40,000 |l ocal famly wage jobs in the region are dependent
on this project on the river conmerce as are 59,000 ot her
Nort hwest jobs that are affected by this comerce.

As the supplenental report estinates,
the benefit to cost ratio for this project are strong with
$18 nmillion -- $18.3 million per year in annual nationa
transportation savings. This is an estinmated benefit of a
$1.46 for every dollar in construction cost which is, we
feel, quite conservative

Additionally, we will get regiona
benefits that don't show For exanple -- and I'Il get to
this alittle bit later -- one of our new businesses in
Col unbi a County, United States Gypsum was not included in
the original economnmic benefit analysis. They have a fl eet
of ships that -- that are as deep as 43-feet and woul d
benefit fromthe project. Yet econom c benefits are |arge
and diverse, rural and urban, east and west, Oregon and
Washi ngt on and throughout our entire region

The channel deepening is al so
i mportant for our environment. You've heard the
statistics on how nuch of the river would be dredged and

so on and | won't belabor that. Wat | want to point out
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again is achieving net environnental gains is a high
standard for a project like this, but it is the right
standard to apply. Ecosystemrestoration will begin
first. The project will restore areas not affected by the
project. I'Il touch again on this later on. There are
sone restoration projects -- for exanple, Port of St
Helens -- that aren't counted in the ecosystemrestoration
tally, if you will, because they're |ocal restoration
projects. W're going to renediate a contam nated wood
treating facility with materials fromthe channe
deepening. W're going to reclaima spent rock pit with
materials fromthe channel deepening that under current
Oregon and County | aw doesn't have to be reclained and it
is the largest single safety issue with Scappoose
Industrial Air Park. |t happens to be in the north
approach to our runway. So there are sonme benefits that
will occur that aren't part of this tally list, if you
will.

The bi ol ogi cal opinions issued by the
National Marine Fisheries and U S. Wldlife Service has
al so denonstrated the environmental protections and
benefits of this project. It is significant that this
report detail ed beneficial uses for the clean sand dredge
fromthe Colunbia River. W nust work to eliminate ocean

di sposal in order to protect crab and other habitat that
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this report hel ps denonstrate how this goal can be
achi eved and, as M. Hunt previously said, we, as channe
sponsors, have been working on alternatives for ocean
di sposal and beneficial use of the material in the estuary
and near shore areas.
The channel deepening project wll
benefit our econony and our environment. | urge you to
finalize this supplenmental report and grant pending
regul atory permits to nove this inportant project to
conpl eti on.
Thank you.
MR WGAENS: Thank you, M.
W IIliamnson.
Ms. Baker and then Ms. Beasl ey.
MS. BAKER  Good evening. M nane is
Nancy Baker. |'ve been asked to read the following letter
on behalf of the Port of WIIlapoo Harbor. |It's addressed
to the Col onel regarding the Colunbia River deepening
proj ect.
"Dear sir: The Port of WIIapoo Harbor would
like to go on record in support of the Col unbia
Ri ver deepening project. W believe this is vita
to the econony of the entire Pacific Northwest. W
cannot, as a region, remain conpetitive if ships

are forced to | eave our major ports wthout a ful
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| oad due to inadequate channel. This also has a
great inpact on the econony of the M dwest, which
relies upon Northwest ports for shipnent of their
product. W appreciate your effort to nove this
project forward. Sincerely, JimLeeva (phonetic),
Manager, Port of WII|apoo Harbor."
Thank you.
MR WGAENS: Thank you, Ms. Baker.
Ms. Beasl ey.
MS. BEASLEY: Good evening. Thank you
for the opportunity to speak this evening. | found it
troubling, to say the | east, having presented nmany
concerns and conments on the Corps and EPA projects over
t he past several years and, basically, receiving only a
response of "Your coments have been noted." Therefore,
tonight | will refrain from naking specific comments at
this tinme.
After reading Colonel Butler's change
of command speech in July, | have a better understandi ng
of the Corps' response to hearings and neetings like this
evening. | would like to read you sonme of Col one
Butler's words while speaking to his Portland District
t eam nenbers.
Quot e, Together we wi thstood public

neetings, answered the nail, newspaper articles and
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responded to people who feel we are not doing the right
things. You provided ne the tools to be your heat shield
fromthe outside elenments trying to negatively inpact how
we do our jobs, end quote.

It was nmy understanding that the Corps
and EPA said it was willing to work with the states,
organi zations and conmunities and citizens, yet we have
not been treated with reflection or respect we all
deserve. It is difficult to deal with a federal entity
that ignores public conments of concern and continues on
with their checklist to conplete the project, hires
internal yet so-called independent experts to extend their
agenda and bends the truth to hide the bottomline.

In the Draft Environnmental |npact
Statenment, the Corps comments to one individual that's
qui te disconcerting. Quote, The Corps has no | ega
obligation under NEPA to ensure the scientific integrity
of the studies. The Corps is entitled to rely on its own
expert study and under no circunstances need evidence to
defend those studies with scientific integrity. Even if
t he conmments had produced some evidence that the Corps
experts | acked proper qualifications or relied upon flawed
scientific nethod, that evidence would not discredit or
ot herwi se render the Corps' studies unreliable or the EI S

i nadequat e, end quote.
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In the past, we have found the only
way to resolve issues with the Corps is through the court
process. And even with the court stipulation agreenent
back in 1997, which is still in place, the Corps has
ignored the terns and destroyed the facts of that
agreenent. The Corps is not without this concern since
they have been willing to sit down and work through the
i ssues. The current process has been and continues to be
an illegitimate process. It saddens nme to have to say
these things, but it's true. The Corps and EPA should be
ashaned of theirselves for the skewing of the eco process.
We're still waiting for answers to our previous coments.

Thank you.

MR WGENS: Thank you, Ms. Beasl ey.

That concludes the |ist of people who have asked to

testify.
Col onel Hoberni cht, would you cl ose.
COLONEL HOBERNI CHT: | want to thank
you all for comng. Everyone is busy. It's late tonight.

Agai n, thank you. Please drive home safely. For those of
you who have driven a | ong ways, that concludes this
neeting unl ess you have any questions of ne.

VO CE: Soneone was goi ng give the
Corps' website for the econonic anal ysis that just cane

out today.
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MR WGANS: Correct. Matt.

COLONEL HOBERNI CHT: He went to run
and get it.

VOCE Wll, let ne followit up with
one question, which is the 15th is a Sunday. Cou
confirmthat you will take comments on the 16th?

M5. HICKS: We'll be receiving themin
the mail. W'IIl accept them

MR WGENS: By the way, here's a
flyer that has the mail, e-mail and fax data for
get in touch with the Arnmy Corps regarding this.

CCOLONEL HOBERNI CHT:  Thank you very
much. Good ni ght.

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ngs were

concl uded at 8:30 p.m)
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